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County court JuRiIspicrion under the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1861, was one of the first moot points which arose 
under that statute. The county court judges are very 
much bewildered by its provisions so far as they affect 
rene | court jurisdiction. In the first place, it is doubtful 
that the debtor is not himself made the judge of whether 
he has a right to petition a county court for adjudica- 
tion. According to the'terms of the Act, it seems ques- 
tionable, at all events, that the debtor cannot give 
jurisdiction by swearing that he verily believes his debts 
not to exceed £300. There is also great room for doubt 
about what residence during the preceding six months 
points out the particular county court which has juris- 
diction in the case. The Act says that it shall be the 
court of that district where the debtor has resided for 
the longest period during those six months. We believe 
no judge or text writer has yet been found to venture 
beyond a guess at the proper construction of these words ; 
but in addition to the ordinary primary jurisdiction of 
the county courts, they have also power over bankrupts 
in custody petitioning in formd pauperis. A pauper in 
custody “‘ who is unable to petition the proper court for 
an adjudication in bankruptcy against himself” (sect. 
98), may petition in formd pauperis, and if not pre- 
viously dischar, by a registrar is to “be brought 
up to the county court of the district at its next sitting,” 
(sect. 99) when the Court may grant him an order of pro- 
tection. On Tuesday last a rule nisi was granted by the 
Court of Queen's Bench, directing a county court judge to 
adjudicate upon one of these pauper cases. The applicant 
had petitioned against himself under the 94th section hay- 
ing “ believed ” his debts to be under £300. ' That section 
provides that where a debtor petitions against himself, 
and believes his debts to be under £300, if not resident 
within the metropolitan districts, he “shall file his peti- 
tion in the county court for the district, in which he shall 
have resided for the six months next before the filing of 





his petition, or for the longest period during those six | 


months, unless he is in custody, and then in the count 
court for the district in which he is in custody; but su 
court if it make adjudication shall transfer the proceed- 
ings to the county court in which the debtor, if not in 
custody, would have been required to petition.” In this 
case the appellant sued in formd pauperis, under the 
provisions of sect. 98. The judge however was of opi- 
300, and that the case 
properly belonged to the Bristol District Court of Bank- 
Tuptcy, and on these grounds he refused to oo paar ad 


s Bench appeared to be of opinion 
to adjudicate was the court of the 
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district in which the pauper was in custody, and not the 
court of the district where he had previously resided. 


Copyricut LAw, abstruse and unsettled as it has 
hitherto been, appears now to be in a fair wy porns 
popularised.. When any question comes to be decided 
by a magistrate sitting at Bow-street, it becomes neces- 
sary to bring the law affecting it down to the compre- 
hension of the ordinary who are much given 
perusing the chronicles of what transpires before such 

unals. Accordingly, we may soon expect an answer 


ere is anything to pre- 
vent the multitude of pho phers from ‘publishing 
without leave photographs of engravings of such pic- 
tures as Rosa Bonheur’s “Horse Fair,” or Holman 
Hunt's “ Light of the World”? That was the question 
that came the other day before Mr. Corrie, and upon 
which he reserved his judgment. Mr. Gambart, a 
printseller, summoned a photographic artist for infrings 
certain engravings of these two famous pictures, whic 
it appears have become Mr. Gambart’s p: . We 
have so recently explained at length in these columns 
the present state of the law affecting such rights, we 
need only say that the sole change—so far as the present 
case is concerned—made by the Act of last session, 
(25 & 26 Vict. 'c.68), relates to the mode of procedure 
against offenders. The recent statute provides that all 
penalties under the “ Engravings Acts,” 8 Geo. 2, ¢.13, and 
8 Geo. 3, c. 38, shall be recoverable by summary proceed- 
ings before justices. If there was any doubt before about 
photographs being within the provisions of the old Acts 
a oe — it —— oa Mr. no 
shall, the solicitor who appeared t otographer, 
seems to have argued ga with considerable subtlety, 
so much so indeed that we are tempted to give his argu- 
ment, which was as follows :— 


He contended that these Acts of Parliament, being 1 
statutes and conferring a monopoly, must be Atm gee 
strictly. The Act of Victoria only bore on this case to th 

extent that it enabled. the prosecutor to recover by 
proceedings before justices. We must go back, » for the 
nature of the offence, to the Act of Geo. 3,. The Act only 
prohibited any person from engraving copies of the copyright 
print. It did not prohibit. any other mode of copying. 
The first Act, that of Geo. 2, prohibited any person 
engraving or copying in any other manner, and when those 
in the ‘second Act, it was clear they 


could not be read together as if incorporated. The first Act 
did not apply, as it only enabled the engraver to prosecute. 
But even under the first Act, he contended that “ any other 
manner” only meant such other manner as was contemplated 
by the Act, and of a similar nature to the processes specified 
—viz., engraving, mezzotint, and chiaroscuro, He also con- 
tended that it was necessary to show that tho defendant knew 
the pictare to be copyright. 


Mr. Prentice, on the other hand, argued that the two 
Acts were to be read as one, and that the words “ any 


to 
tri 
to the plain question whether t 
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other manner” covered every possible process though 
not known at the time. It seems hard upon Mr. Corrie 
that he should be compelled to decide so difficult a ques- 
tion as this; but such appears to be his fate, and in a 
few days we shall probably have an elaborate judgment 
upon the subject from him. The intention of the Legis- 
lature, however, in passing the recent statute could 
hardly have included such a result ; and Mr. Corrie may 
probably get over the difficulty by taking this view of 
the matter. 


‘THE TICKET OF LEAVE system has by this time had a 
full trial and general condemnation. e present inse- 
chrity of life and property in this country, and especially 
in the metropolis, is mainly owing to this development 
of modern philanthropy. There has been of late a 
great deal of vaunting amongst professional philanthrd- 
pists about the great benefits conferred by reformatories 
upon society as well as upon prisoners themselves, 
The subject has been a very taking one at social con- 
gresses, and has been made the most of by ambitious 
recorders. But people are now beginning to be con- 
vinced that all the public money expended in these 

hilanthropic efforts has, upon the whole, done more 

arm than good. The question is one of those which 
will press upon the attention of Parliament in the 
ensuing session. The numerous attempts at garotting 
and the many other violent assaults which have been 
made by ticket-of-leave men in the metropolis during the 
last w eek haveproduced a general feeling of insecurity . 


Tue new Hicuway Act has already come under the 
consideration of a court of common law. The Times of 
Wednesday contains a report of the case of Freeman v. 
Reed, in which the question wholly turned ore the ap- 

licability of a case reported in the Weexiy Rerorrenr. 

he case was cited by Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., and the re- 
port was received by the judges as readily and with as 
much attention as if it were cited from the official or 
authorised Queen’s Bench reports. 


County COURT COMMITTALS are ing at last a 
standing topic with the daily newspapers. Our readers 
are already in possession of abundant information upon 
the subject—whether statistical or otherwise—and we 
therefore cite without comment an extract from a letter 
to the Standard containing an account of some cases, the 
truth of which it is said may be relied upon. They are 
in themselves the best commentary upon the terrible 
sufferings of the poorer class of souple ernnad by the 
administration of justice in the county courts. 

C, W., for a small debt, by recommittments for periods vary- 
ing from 14 to 40 days, spent 150 days in prison. 

©. L., also for a small debt, was deprived of his liberty for 
94 days, at periods varying as above. 

W., a drover, for a debt of £2 8s., was imprisoned, by 
various committals, for 120 days. 

_ T. F., a glass grinder, was committed for ten days for a debt 
of £6. His case isa sad one, When served with the sum- 
mons he was very ill, receiving parochial relief. He had 
just obtained work, although snffering from a severe bruised 
hand, when he was arrested. His offer to 4s. a month was 
refused; and, notwithstanding that one of his children lay a 
corpse in the house, he was taken away from his wife and 
children, all of whom had been suffering during the summer 
from serious illness. 

I. K., a cooper, owing 12s., was committed for seven days. 
When committed he was not earning enough to his family. 
The bailiffs burst open his bed-room door, him out of 
bed, barely ep ta time to dress; and, although he offered to 
pay 5s. out of his wages in afew days, he was dragged to 
prison, half naked, leaving a wife and four children totally un- 
provided for. 

W. H., for a debt of £3, was committed for ten days. 
He had been ill for five months, earning nothing. His wife 
had been suffering four months with bronchitis, while six of 
his children, had been laid up with measles aud whooping- 
cough. Ho offered to pay 12s. within three days,, having just 
got employment, but was dragged off to prison, to the serious 
injury of his employer and to himself. 

W. A, a labourer at the docks, with a wife, and four children 





for a debt of 17s., was committed for ten days. He had paid 
one instalment of 4s., and missed paying the second by two 
days. He tendered the money, which being refused, he was 
taken to prison. 

W. R., a tailor, for a debt of £1 1s, 11d., which was incurred 
130 miles from London. Being utterly unable to undertake 
the jonrney from the want of means to attend the H——shire 
County Court summons, having been out of employment for 
five months, he was in consequence committed for twenty-one 
days. The summons was transferred te London.” When taken 
he left his wife with five children under nine years of age, 
with 1s, 6d, 


Vice-CuancetLor Woop hasinvoked the aid of a jury 
for the first time in his court during the past week. 
This is the second instance only in which a jury has 
been imported into the hearing of a Chancery case. The 
first was a year ago, when Sir J. Romilly, M.R., tried 
a patent cause with a jury. It is not unlikely, however, 
that this proceeding will be much more common in 
future, now that, under a recent statute, the Court of 
Chancery is = to determine every question of 
law and fact incident to any relief or remedy sought in 
any matter before the Court. The Act does not deprive 


the equity judges of the pore which they now have of ; 


obtaining the assistance of the common law ju and 
it is therefore not improbable that this mode of accom- 
plishing something like a fusion between law and equity 
will be shortly seen in effective operation. 


Mr. Epwix James, it will probably beremembered, was — 


retained as counsel for a prisoner charged with the 
murder of her husband at New York, and who has 
recently been tried there for the crime. It was fully 
expected that Mr. James’s eloquence would have taken a 
New York jury by storm, and procured the acquittal of 
the prisoner. Such, however, appears not to have been 
the case. We extract the following remarks upon the © 
subject from a recent communication of the well-known — 
New York t—‘ Manhattan.” 


The most astonished man in this nation recently was Edwin | 





James, when the twelve American jurors, after he had so elo~ | 
quently summed up on behalf of Mrs. Real, who deliberately — 
murdered her husband, turned up their twelve noses at Mr. — 
James, and brought in a verdict of guilty of manslaughter. I 
confess I was dumbfounded at the verdancy of Mr. James. I 
have been introduced to him, but if he had asked my advice I 
could have given a kink that would have done far more for his — 
client than his Demosthenic eloquence. As soon as he saw — 
the jury empanelled he should have sent to one of them a 
Bungaloo pear, with a gold ten inside. It would not have — 
been observed by any one but the juryman, who when he — 
felt it in his mouth would have looked to see which side 
it came from. Mr. James need only to have given a 
blind wink, and I will venture to say that that juryman 
would have remained out a week before he would have 
agreed to anything else than, “justifiable homicide.” The 
result would, in the worst aspect of the case, have been that 
the jury would have been discharged for not agreeing, and 

obably there would never have been another trial. Mr. 

lames is a failure. He will not get another criminal case, 
Why there is not an American inal lawyer who would — 
have failed to have got Mrs. Real off. I am sorry for Mr. 
James, He was paid liberally for his services, but he does not 
understand American j ence—that is, to divide a— 
small share of his own fees among one or more unpaid jurors. 


Tue several canprpares for the city solicitorship | 







ee. actively engaged in canvassing for the appointment. | 


h idate appears to be ine of success, and 
the contest will no doubt be a sharp one. ‘The follow- 
ing are the names of the candidates now in the field— 
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viz. Mr. T. J. Nelson, Mr. E. Saxton, Mr. H. J. 
Godden, Mr. C. Baylis, Mr. B. W. Jones, Mr. Stuch- 

,and Mr. Charnock. With reference to the income: 
derived from the office by the*late city solicitor, the City” 
Preés states, that the net annual receipts of the late city 


- 


solicitor, from 1848 to 1862, averaged very nearly) 
£2,100. Inthe year 1860-1 the net receipts were up~ 
wards of £2,200; in 1861-2 more than £3,000. Tl 
income was derived from several sources. From the 
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city cash there was paid to the late se 
yearly sum of about £1,400; for Parliamentary , 
nearly £300; from the Commissioners of Sewers, some 
£700 ; from the Irish Society, about £150; and from coal 
whippers and Conservators of the Thames, about £60. 


Vicx-Cuancettor Sruart, on Tuesday last, the 
second day of term, was obliged to rise a few minutes 
after he had taken his seat upon the bench, in conse- 
quence, as it appears, of the rule of the Court which re- 
quires papers to be left with the judge not having been 
complied with by solicitors whose causes were in the 
paper. The Vice-Chancellor observed, in terms of strong 
censure, upon such negligence, and intimated his inten- 
tion to visit, in future, the solicitors who had been guilty 
of the neglect with the penalty of obliging them to pay 
the costs of the day. We believe that many young prac- 
titioners and others, who are unfamiliar with Chanc 

ractice, are not aware of the rule in question. Indeed, 
it is not to be found in the “General Orders” of the 
Court, or even in those “‘ Regulations” which are usually 
to be found in books of ice. There is, however, @ 
notice at the Registrars’ Office, dated. in Fag! Term, 
1860, requiring that two printed copies of the bill should 
be left with the judge's secretary previously to the cause 
coming on for h They are usually left with the 
usher of the court, it is unsafe to postpone doing so 
until the last moment, although, generally, a judge will 
not. refuse to proceed with the cause if the solicitor is 
i gy when it comes on to hand up the bill to the 

ench. 


THE READER ON consTiTuTIONAL Law and Legal 
History delivered his first public lecture at Lincoln’s- 
inn Hall on Wednesday. His private lectures will be 
delivered on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, at 10 
a.m. The Reader on — delivered his first public 
lecture.at Lincoin’s-inn Hall on Thursday. His private 
lectures will be delivered on Mondays, W nesdays, and 
Fridays, at 3.15 and 4.15pm. The Reader on the Law 
of Real Property, &c., delivered his first public lecture 
ree at Gray’s-inn Hall. His private lectures will 

delivered on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, at 
11.45 and 1.45. The Reader on Jurisprudence and the 
Civil Law delivered his first public lecture at the Middle 
Temple Hall ‘on Tuesday. His private lectures will be 
delivered on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, at 
3.45. The Reader on the Common Law delivered his 
first public lecture on Monday. His private lectures 
will be delivered on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, 
at 11.45 and 1,46. 


THE EXAMINATIONS OF PERSONS applying to be ad- 
mitted as attorneys will take place on Wednesday, 
November 12, and Thursday, November 13, at half-past 
9 o'clock, at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, 
The examination will commence at 10 o'clock and close 
at 4 o'clock. On the first day of examination papers 


. will be delivered to each candidate containing questions 


to be answered in writing, classed under the several 
heads of Preliminary, Common and Statute Law, and 
Practice of the Courts and ape fama On’ the 
second day further papers will be delivered to each can- 
didate, containing questions to be answered in Equity, 
and Practice of the Courts; Bankruptcy, and Practice 
of the Courts; Criminal Law, and Proceedings before 
Justices of the Peace. 


Tue suntpicat society will hold its first 
for the season, 1862-3, on Monday, the 10th instant, 
at eight o'clock p.m. precisely, at the Society's rooms, 4, 
St. Martin’s- Trafalgar-square, when a paper will 
be read by Mr. Westlake on “ ‘The pro: Alterations 
in the Law of Blockade.” The Right Hon. Lord 
Stanley, M.P., will take the chair. 


On Saturpay rast the monthly return of debtors 
was made, and the result was satisfactory as to the 
number of persons confined for debt. In Whitecross- 
street prison there were 79, of which 14 were of the 


ae ee : 


persons received from the Queen’s Prison, and’ 15 com- 
mitments from county courts. 


THe VACANT yupGEsuHIP in Scotland is not to be filled 
np bY. the appointment thereto of the Lord Advocate. 
Scotsman informs us that there is no truth in the 
statement which appeared on the subject last week, and 
that there is great probability that the Solicitor-General 


of Scotland will be appointed Lord Ivory’s successor. 


Tue Soricrrors’ anp General Lire Assvrance 
Company has determined to. re-constitute itself upon 
the mutual principle entirely, the proprietors having 
consented, for a consideration, to relinquish{their interest 
in favour of the policy holders. The proprietors are to 
receive a bonus of £1 per share. Both classes of persons 
Spurn metal seemed to a “ss of the ay tal Me oa 
meeting of the company, which was recen er 
‘the presidericy of Mr. J.S. Torr, and very beneficial 

ts are anticipated from it. 


Tue FoLLowine pays have been appointed for ee 
in Error :—For Errors.from the Queen's Bench, Wed- 
nesday the 26th, and Thursday the 27th of Noyember. 
From the Common Pleas, Friday the 28th, and Satur- 
day the 29th of November ; and from the Exchequer, 
Monday the Ist, «nd Tuesday the 2nd of December. 


THE DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSE List for this 
Term exhibits a reduction in the usual amount of 
cases. There were six special jury divorce cases, 
twenty-three common jury eases, and fifty-eight cases 
without juries, making a total of eighty-seven. There 
were twelve cases of judicial separation, and only two 
for restitution of conjugal rights. 


Partiament has been prorogued until the 13th of 
January next. 


Mz. James Hume, the senior Magistrate of Caleutta, 
died at Galle on the 2ist of September, on his way to 
England. 


NEW TRIALS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 


The want of a proper Court of Criminal Appeal has 
of late been painfully felt on various occasions when the 
public mind has been agitated by doubts concerning the 
guilt of persons who have been capitally con In- 

leed there is scarcely a case of this kind, where the 
erime is of a character to excite great public peony 
and the evidence is more than usually circumstantial 
voluminous, in which a conviction is not immediately 
followed up by a wide-spread agitation for a complete 
re-hearing by the Home Secretary, or, as is sometimes 
the fact, by some official whom the minister privately 
appoints to that task. The case of Jessie M’Lachlan 
compels us again to revert to this topic, although it has 
long sirite been discussed by us so faeaty that little of 
novelty can now be brought to bear upon it. 

In discussing the question of the right of Appeal and 
New Trial in Criminal Cases, it naturally di itself 
into two; first, has a prisoner the right—viewed ab- 
stractedly—or does public policy a” that either he 
or the Crown prosecutor should be at li —to demand 
a new trial or to present an appeal, just as he would have 
if the Nav Poy: pg TN se lara ae next, 
assuming this point to be settled in favour e priso~ 
ner, it remains to be considered whether it is not equally 





desirable for him ing him to be innocent— 
and also for Society, that the new trial should take 


place in public, and before one of our regularly consti- 
tuted tribunals, presided over by at least one of the 
superior judges ? 

A great deal has been said and, no doubt, may always 
be said in favour of sag this privilege upon per- 
sons convicted of crime, especially of such as 
involve the penalty of death. It certainly seems anoma- 
lous that any party to a civil action may obtain a new 
trial if he shows a fair of dissatisfaction with 





either the ruling of the judge or the verdict of the jury, 
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while a pérson who is convicted of murder and sentenced 
to death is entirely debarred of this right, and has little 
chance of escape except he can some way or other induce 
the Home Secretary to take a more favourable view of 
his case than the jury did. We know, as matter of fact, 
that those who obtain new trials in civil cases frequently 
succeed in reversing the original verdict, and this success 
is often achieved not merely upon technical grounds, but 
upon the substantial merits of the case which a second 
hearing brings more clearly to light. There are 
criminal trials that result in verdicts which painfully 
affect the public conscience and appeal out of court to 
what is at best a very divided sympathy. In such cases 
it is now generally felt that the extreme sentence of the 
law ought not to be carried into effect without a further 
investigation, which, unfortunately, is attainable only by 
means of a somewhat organised agitation. The public 
naturally feels much disquiet when it reflects that it is 
very much dependent upon accident for having its atten- 
tion called to these cases. Unless there be something 
remarkable in the nature or circumstances of the 
crime, or something interesting in the criminal, the 
newspapers are not likely to impeach the verdict 
or discuss the evidence, and there will be nothing 
to interfere with the execution of the sentence 
of the law. So that, in effect, the fate of the prisoner 
depends to a. considerable extent upon accidents which 
ought to have no influence whatever upon it. Such a 
state of things is altogether unsatisfactory, and ought to 
be set right; nor is there any argument derivable from 
English law, or from public policy or convenience, which 
would prevent a remedy. 

Indeed it seems to be hardly open to doubt that 
in ancient times convicted criminals were not without 
the right of appeal ; and: for many years past some 
of our best lawyers have been in favour of it, 
and have endeavoured to induce Parliament to confer it. 
The only doubt has been about giving ‘an absolute and 
unconditional right to every prisoner who is convicted.” 
Fourteen years ago, when Lord Campbell’s bill for con- 
stituting the Court for the hearing of criminal cases 
reserved was under discussion before a committee of the 
House of Lords, all the common law judges, with the 
exception of Mr. Justice Coleridge, expressed themselves 
unfavourably to an unqualified right of appeal ; and so 
pet a preponderance of authority against the proposal 

as naturally ever since had the effect of discouragi 
attempts to bring about this important change in 
our criminal law. We are satisfied, however, that 
the objection of the learned judges is well founded. 
An absolute right of appeal would involve a second 
trial in nearly every case of moment. There are 
few prisoners who would not like to have a second 
chance, however clear the evidence against them might 
be on the first trial. If convicted they could hardly be 
worse off, as the amount of their punishment could not well 
be increased on account of the trouble which they have 
given. The Crown would thus be put to enormous ex- 
pense, not only by the additional cost of witnesses and 
prosecuting counsel, but also by the necessary in- 
crease of the judicature. There would, moreover, be 
always some danger that the witnesses in cases which 
excited great public interest would be, if not privately 
tampered with, at least unduly influenced by discussions 
in the public press. Another objection is that great de- 
lay would mi a occur in cases where there could 
be no reasonable doubt. Indeed there can be no ques- 
tion that with an absolute right of appeal in all cases, 
public justice would be almost impracticable, and the 
chances of impunity for crime would be immensely in- 
creased. Neither ought it to be forgotten that under 
such circumstances the Crown might fairly demand the 
right of appeal in cases of acquittals, and thus the entire 
course of criminal justice be rendered much more em- 
barrassing to both sides than it ought to be. For many 
reasons such as these we neither expect nor desire so 
great a change in our criminal law as that which is 


proposed by the advocates of an unqualified right of 
appeal. We should consider such a change as one very 
much for the worse, and as involving evils far greater 
than what it is now sought to remedy. It appears tous, 
however, that a medium course is not only possible, but 
highly advisable. As a matter of fact, from time to time 
cases do arise in which there ought to be, and in which 
there now is, in some shape or other, at the Home Office, 
a new trial. In ninety-nine cases out of every hundred 
it is entirely unn , and would be as useless 
to the prisoner as burdensome to the public. 

In deciding the present question, the only difficulty 
arises from the anal of civil cases, It is said 
if in- these an pom of is a matter of right, and a 
re-hearing may be obtained upon a fair show of 
reason, why should there not be the same rule 
in criminal cases? We think it is not difficult to answer 
this objection. The issues in civil and criminal cases 
are very different, and so is the duty of the jury. In 
the former class the jury frequently finds a verdict in 
the face of reasonable doubt, but never in the latter. 
Many a man escapes from penal servitude or the scaffold 
upon evidence that would have gone against him if he 
were the defendant in a civil action. Litigants, more- 
over, pay for the luxury of law, and the public has 
comparatively little concern with their suits. But cri- 
minals are enormously expensive, and the State already 
expends as much as it can well afford in securing to them 
a fair trial. There is therefore no real ground for the 
suggested analogy, nor is there any auomaly in adopting 
a distinct tale criminal cases. If, then, there ought 
to be an ap in some, but not in all, cases, who is to 
decide in which? It is clear that the decision ought not 
to rest with either the prisoner or the jury. It therefore 
lies between the judge and the minister of the Crown. 
There are many reasons why the judge should be 
neither allowed nor required to exercise this, invidious 
and painful discretion. It would often interfere with 
the ‘discharge of his proper functions, and always 
place him in a peculiarly embarrassing position towards 
the prisoner. ‘The question of an appeal should there- 
fore be decided by the Home Secretary until we have a 
minister of justice, when he would be of course the right 
person. Indeed, the only change from the existing 
practice would be to make the minister decide, not 
whether the sentence should stand, but whether there 
should be a new trial. To this extent we certainly do 
desire a change in the law, and as much on behalf of the 
public as of convicts. So far, and subject to such con- 
ditions, the right of appeal in criminal cases may safely 
be allowed. There would be little risk that this plan 
would not give innocent prisoners all the advantage 
which they could derive from an unqualified right of 
appeal, while it would save the country at large from 
the great evils which that rule would necessarily involve. 

It may be said, however, that the alteration which 
we pyr is more in name than reality :—that 
practically the present system amounts to the same 
thing :—that to all intents and purposes the Home 
ceneny investigates cases only where, under the 
propo plan, he would grant a re-hearing, and 
that he does investigate, with such professional help 
as may be necessary, all such cases. But we should con- 
sider a new trial in a public court before one of the 
superior judges, with the help of counsel on both sides, 
and before a proper jury, a very different proceeding 
from such private investigation as the iar temper or 
capabilities of a minister for the time being — Dapons 
or enable him to give. Still more objectionable to our 
mind is the course which has been adopted in the case 
of Jessie M‘Lachlan. ‘lhe public cannot be satisfied 
with what is virtually an appeal from one of the high 
courts of the realm to a private practitioner, who, without 
judicial experience, is for the nonce called upon to dis- 
charge privately most important judicial functions. It 
is highly unsatisfactory to have the verdicts of juries and 





sentences of judges thus criticised, revised, or annulled 
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by some unknown or obscurely hinted individual in pri- 
vate. On this point we cannot do’ better than conclude 
with some! pertinent observations of the writer of a re- 
cent article in the Times. They are as follows :— 


What we think is a matter of general interest to the country 
is, that such an inquiry should be committed to a single, 
unknown, and irresponsible person, whose opinion thus out- 
weighs that of judge and jury. He examines witnesses res- 
pecting facts that are alleged to have transpired before or after 
the trial; he takes down their evidence in private, and sends 
it to the Home-office; and after a duly constituted tribunal has 
spent three days on the trial, its decision is set aside simply on 
the opinion of this one man. In the present instance the 
anomaly is still ‘more striking, because it is a case of alterna- 
tive. If the woman did not commit the murder, then Fleming 
did; and the inquiry which may end in substituting the one for 
the other ought surely to be made by a competent authority.| 
It is a question of the gravest importance, and seems to show 
the necessity of a court of appeal on the facts in capital cases) 
if in no other. If the verdict of the jury is to be set aside, 
it ought to be by a tribunal of the highest authority, and not 
by the opinion of any single lawyer, or doctor, or police-in- 
spector who may happen to be employed as the deputy of the 
Home-office. 





TRUSTS FOR TOMBS.—CHARITIES OR PER- 
PETUITIES? 


By G. O. Epwarps, Esq., 4 the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- 
aw. 


The recent decision of the Master of the Rolls, in the 
case of Rickard y. Robson, 10 W. R. 657, renders it de- 
sirable to review the various decisions and dicta concern- 
ing trusts for the erection and maintenance of tombs and 
monuments, considered with reference to statute 9 Geo. 
2, c. 36. 

The earliest decision on this subject is that of Lord 
Hardwick in Durour vy. Motteux, 1 Ves. Sen. 320. In 
that case moneys arising from land were given by will, 
partly to certain uses pany charitable, and partly “ for 
a peers annuity of £10 per annum to a minister, to 

reach @ sermon once a year to testator’s memory, to 
eep his tombstone in repair, and the incription thereon, 
and upon the stone against the wall, reciting the gift, 
legible, of which the minister was then to make oath ; 
and £2 per annum to the clerk, and £2 more to the sex- 
_ton for ever; with £4 ier annum to the mayor and cor- 
poration of St. Albans for managing and keeping account 
thereof.” 

Here the bequest with reference to the maintenance of 
the testator’s tomb was held void on account of its con- 
nection with the other gifts. Lord Hardwick said, 
“The charitable uses are the best part of the disposition ; 
and it would be very unfortunate if that part which is 
really good, were it not for the above-mentioned incon- 
venience, should be set aside as void; and at the same 
time it should happen that the worst, such as tends only 
to perpetuate the vanity of the testator, should be esta- 
blished. This perpetual annuity to the minister is a 
charitable use, which is not prevented by the addition of 
the annual sermon. So are the other two annuities ; 
and the rest is not only a vain concomitant of the chari- 
table bequest, but a circumstance attending the general 
execution thereof; and if this construction were not 
made, it might elude the Act of Parliament ; for the re- 
ward for doing these offices might be as great as the tes- 
tator pleased. So the gift to the corporation is a reward 
for their service, and but a circumstance attending the 
charitable bequest ; and though the keeping the accounts 
‘is net void, yet if the charity, on which it was to attend, 
sis void, it must be so too.” 

In Gravenor v. Hallum, Ambl. 643, there was a be- 
quest of two annuities out of land to the churchwardens 
.of two parishes for ever, to be laid out in repairing the 
testator’s family vaults there. With respect to these an- 
Muities the judgment of the Lord Chancellor is reported 
as follows :— , 

_ “The twosums on which the doubt is made are trifling 
in themselves, and mixed with: others that are clearly 





void. They are given to churchwardens, who are not a 
corporation, to take, and therefore are void at law; and 
being so, a court of equity will not appoint new trustees, 
to set them up.” 

And, according to Ambler, his Lordship proceeded to 
say, “They are not blended with the charities, but are 
distinct sums directed to be applied for that particular 
use ; and though the churchwardens could not take, yet 
the devise is and the heir at law is a trustee.” 

It seems, however, from the notes to Mr. Blunt's 
edition of Ambler, that neither the words of the decree, 
nor. Mr. Serjeant Hill's notes of the case, bear out the 
second part of this report. 

In Doe dem. Thompson v. Pitcher, 3 M. & S. 407, 
there was a conveyance by deed, enrolled under the 
statute 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, of land, on which was a vault and 
tomb, formerly used for the interment of the releasor’s 
family :—upon condition that the releasee, his heirs and 
assigns, should from time to time, and at all times there- 
after, repair and keep in repair the vault and tomb and 
brickwork and fences thereto belonging, and if need be 
rebuild the vault and tomb, and permit the same to be 
used as a family vault for the said Jane (the re-lessor) 
and any of her family who might desire to be interred 
therein. By the statute 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, a gift to 
charitable uses requires for its validity, inter alia, that it 
should be without any power of revocation, reservation, 
trust, condition, limitation, clause, or ment what- 
soever, for the benefit of the donor or grantor, or of any 
person or persons claiming under him. And it was con- 
tended that the above provision of a permanent burial- 
place was a charitable use, and that it being reserved for 
the donor and her family, it was void for breach of the 
statutory requirement just stated. Lord Ellenborough, in 
delivering the judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
said, “ The question reserved is upon the Statute of 
Mortmain, whether this grant of the Meeting-house Farm 
is.void, which is ted as songg yg” Hs a trust for keep- 
ing up a tomb. It does appear, I think, to be a chari- 
table use in part, and in part not. As far as concerns the 

tor’s own interment it is not, but inasmuch as it is 
‘or her family, it may be so considered; but then the 
statute has aber complied with. It is said, however, 
that here is a reservation of some collateral benefit to 
the donor or person claiming under the donor; but I 
cannot find that. All that is is in furtherance 
and execution of the trust. The object of the statute 
was to prevent a reservation, under colour of a charitable 
use, of some substantial benefit to the donor himself. 
The whole object of this use was keeping up a tomb for 
herself and family.” 

Considering that in the above case the substance of 
the decision is, that even if this was a charitable use 
within the statute, yet the deed was not subject to the 
above-mentioned statutory defect—viz., as containing a 
prohibited reservation in favour of the donor—it may 
well be doubted whether it can be treated as an autho- 
rity for holding such a use to be a charitable use within 
the statute. Indeed, it seems to have been taken at the 
time as an authority to the contrary. In the following 
year the same deed gaye occasion to another action of 
ejectment, for other lands, between the same parties, in 
the Court of Common Pleas, rted under the same 
name of Doe dem. Thompson v. Pitcher, in 2 Marshall 61, 
and 6 Taunton 359. 

According to the report in Taunton, Gibbs, C.J., gave 
judgment upon the point now in question as WS :— 
“ The plaintiff’s counsel next insists that the residue of 
the land is applicable to a charitable use, because the 
condition is, that the donee shall keep in ira vault 
to receive the body of the donor or any of her family. 
We agree with the Court of owe Bench that this is not 
a charitable use, and the plaintiff's counsel seemed to feel 
the argument that this was not a charitable use, and 
therefore tried to argue that it was — charitable 
use, and that the statute meant to in all provisions 
tending to perpetuities. It certainly means to provide 








. 
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against perpetuities in limitations of lands for charitable 
uses, but it is confined to those uses.” The judgment 
is reported at somewhat greater length, but to precisely 
the same effect, in Marshall's Reports. It will be 
seen that we shall have to refer again to this judgment 
on the question of perpetuity; let us for the present see 
what use has been made of it on the question of charity. 

Mr. Shelford, in his well-known work on Mortmain, 
P: 72, has this :— Trusts for maintaining and 
seeping in repair family vaults or tombs are charitable.” 
And he cites as his authorities Jones v. Mitchell, 1 Sim. 
& Stu. 290; Thom; v. Pitcher, 3 M. & 8S. 407, 2 
Marsh. 61, 6 Taunt. 359. 

We have seen what sort of authority the case—or 
rather the two cases—of Zhompson vy. Pitcher furnish for 
this doctrine: next week we shall look at Jones vy. 


Mitchell, 
(To be continued.) 





ON THE PRESENT PRACTICE OF THE CUSTOM 
OF GAVELKIND, OR COMMON LAW OF KENT. 


By Joun B. Monckton, Esq,, or MarpstoNge AND GRarY’s 
Inn, Sonsciror. 

The compiler of the following paper does not presume to 
suggest that it can offer aught that is new either in the way of 
matter or comment upon a custom that dates, not, as many 
erroneously suppose, from the conquest only (for being then 
the common law of the land, no confirmation by the conqueror 
was needed), but indeed from all time, and on the subject of 
which, in all its bearings, volumes of learned disquisition have 
at various periods been written by such well recognised autho- 
rities as Somner, Taylor, Lambarde, Robinson, Sandys, and 
others. 

Leaving the etymology and significations of the word 
“ gavelkind,” and the origin and antiquity of the custom of 
partible descents, to the research of those who desire precise in- 
formation on these interesting points, and who, in the works 
of the above-named authors, will find the most ample grati- 
fication of their antiquarian curiosity, it is here only proposed 
to place before members of the legal profession, whose time 
may not permit of such extended reference, and whose oppor- 
tunities may not hitherto have favoured the study, such prac- 
tical hints on the present-day working of the custom of gavel- 
kind as may either suffice for the purposes of ordinary practice, 
or at avy rate open an easy path to such further information 
as may be needed. 

And first it is to be noted that although in various other 
parts of England there are lands which, as regards the custom 
of descent, to be presently explained, are subject to the law of 
gavelkind, yet the important distinction exists between such 
lands and Kentish soil, that all lands in Kent are presumed to 
be of gavelkind tenure; and that, without further mention, in 
pleadings or otherwisc, than that the lands lie.in Kent and are 
of the nature of gavelkind, the courts take cognizance of the 
custom; whereas, regarding lands elsewhere situate, the custom, 
to be judicially notited, must be specially pleaded, and proof 
furnished of a customary partition in the place. 

It may here be added that although from time to time private 
statutes have been passed, disgavelling certain Kentish lands 
(and without an Act of Parliament no disgavelling can take 
place), yet these are mostly of so remote a date, and the diffi- 
culty of now proving what estates the persons comprehended in 
the disgavelling statutes were seised of at the time the respec- 


.tive Acts were passed, together with the expense of searching 


records for necessary evidence, is so great that little or no 
qualification of the assertion that all lands in the county are 
subject to the custom of gavelkind seems, for general purposes, 
necessary. 

Among the privileges and peculiarities anciently annexed 
to this custom, as it affected the county of Kent, were 


many of a then exceedingly important character, which | 


for present purposes it is needless to enumerate, as they have 
in some instances become, as it were, void and of no effect, 
through the changes and alterations in society worked and ever 
working by the lapse of time (such as the exemption of the 
men of Kent from villenage, their privilege to fight in the van 
of the king’s army, and the like), and in other cases by the sta- 
tutory assimilation of the common law to the custom, a most 
noticeable example of which was furnished in Henry the 
-Eighth’s reign, when the right of devising lands, theretofore 
(with. slight exception) a privilege peculiar to owners of gavel- 
kind lands in Kent, was by statute extended to the country 
generally. 

The practical customs now incident to Kentish gavelkind, 
and desirable to be at least cursorily known to the profession 
pgenerally, may be briefly disposed of as follows:— 


1.—As reGarps Desceyt AND INHERITANCE, 

It is well known that common socage lands, on the death of 
the owner in fee, intestate, descend to the eldest son (or his 
representatives) as the heir, in exclusion of any other sons he 
may have. Gavelkind lands, however, under the same cit- 
cumstances, descend to, and are inherited by, all the sons 
equally, with. the peculiarity that though females claiming in 
their own right are postponed to males, yet they may, when 
claiming by representation, inherit together with them. If, 
for example, a man owning lands in gavelkind (and afterwards 
dying intestate) has three sons, one of whom dies in the life-. 
time of his father, leaving issue a daughter only, that daughter 
will inherit the part of her father ; for although she is not 
within the words of the custom (inter heredes masculos parti- 
bilis), yet she is the daughter of a male, coming in his stead 
by representation ; for the custom making the land descendible 
to the heir male, makes room for his representative; and the 
same with reference to brothers or other male collateral heirs. 

In case there should be no representation of sons, the daugh- 
ters inherit equally in their own right as well in gavelkind 
as at common law; and so with regard to sisters and other 
female collaterals. In brief, on a default of male heirs, the 
females of alike degree to that so failing inherit together 
equally. 

2.—TENANCY BY THE CURTESY. 

This in gavelkind differs from the husband’s estate by the 
curtesy of England in every material particular. Instead of a 
whole, as in the latter case, the ‘‘ man’s freebench,” as, according 
to Robinsot:, it was formerly called, is in Kent but a moiety; and 
instead of being for life, is liable to forfeiture by re-marriage ; 
but, on the other hand, it is more easily obtained, as the birth 
of issue is not (as elsewhere) a meeessary condition to this 
end. . ‘ 

3.—DoweEr. 

By the common law of England, a wife who survives her 
husband is endowed for life with a third of her husband's 
lands, without any qualification in respect of re-marriage or 
incontinence. In gavelkind, the wife’s dower is a moiety, with 
the express proviso that its enjoyment continues only so long 
as she lives unmarried and chaste. 


(To be continued.) 








The Courts, 


oe 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

Nov. 3.—This was the first day of Michaelmas Term. The 
Lord Chancellor, after entertaining the judges, Queen’s counsel, 
&c., at the Middle Temple Hall, proceeded to Westminster 
and took his seat in court shortly betore 2 0’clock. 

Mr. Kenyon, Mr, Southgate, and Mr. Hobhouse, having been 
appointed Queen's counsel, were called within the bar, The 
learned gentlemen were afterwards during the day called 
within the bar in the other courts of equity and also in the 
common law courts. 
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
Nov. 8.—Re George Thompson.—Mr. Garth, on behalf of the 
Incorporated Law Society moved for a rule to show cause 
why George Thompson, an attorney of the court, should not be 
— off the roll of attorneys, he having been convicted of 
elony. 
Rule nisi granted. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER, 


(Before Lord Chief Baron Pottock, and Barons Bram- 
WELL and ELL.) 


Nov. 3.—In re an Attorney—lIn this case arule had been 
obtained calling apon an attorney to answer certain matters 
contained in an affidavit, but no one appeared on his behalf. 

As no answer had been filed, application was now made that 
the attorney be struck off the rolls,‘ 

Pottock, 0. B.—The party not having thought it right to 
appear to make any answer at all, the Court will grant a 
rule calling upon him to consider the matter within tle usual 
period, and if he does not we can then proceed to strike him off 
the rolls, 

Rule accordingly. 





COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 

Nov. 4.—Sir R. J. Phillimore, Q.C. announced to his lordship 
that her Most Gracious Majesty had been pleased to appoint 
him Queen’s Advocate, and, on his application, the ee 
patent conferring on him that office were read by the registrar, 
rs order that they might be enrolled in the registry of the 

ourt,. 

Sir C. CresswEtt said he had much pleasure in offering 
to the learned Doctor his congratulations on his appointment. 





CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 


Nov. 2.—A special session of this court was held to day 
for the pu of fixing the days for holding the sessions of the 
court for the ensuing year, 1862-3, and to transact any other 
business that might require to to be disposed of, in conformity 
with the provisions of the Central Criminal Court Act. 

The Right Hon. the Lord Mayor attended, as the principal 
Commissioner of the Court, and the following learned Fe 
were also present:—The Lord Chief Baron, Mr. Jus 
Williams, Mr. Justice Willes, Mr. Baron Bramwell, Mr. Baron 
Channell, Mr. Justice Blackbu-n, Mr. Justice Byles, Mr. 
Justice Crompton, and Mr. Justice Mellor. 

Mr. Avory, the clerk of the Central Criminal Court, after 
the proceedings had been formally opened, said that their lord- 
ships had been pleased to fix the following days for holding the 
sessions forthe ensuing year:—1862—Monday, November, 24; 
Monday, December, 15. 1863—Monday, January, 5; Mon- 
day, February 2; Monday, March 2; nday, April 6; Mon- 
day, May 11; Monday, June 8; Monday, my & 13; Monday, 
August 17; Monday, September 21; Monday, October 26. 

There being no other business to transact, the Court was 
then formally adjourned to Monday, November 24. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner HonRorD.) 

In Re Burrough.—Mr. Burrough was a banker of Salisbury, 
He was a bankrupt in 1810 and is deceased. A sum of £1,100 
has recently come to the estate from a chancery suit. The 

ings in the case have been lost. The sum cannot be 
divided in the absence of any creditor preferring a claim. 


In re Sparke (ere bankrupts were ironmongers 
in the Strand. They were bankrupts at a still more remote 
period—namely, in 1753. A sum of £2,600 has similarly come 
to their estate. The proceedings in 1753 have disappeared and 
the sum cannot be divided. It will be rather remarkable if, after 
the Japse of half a century in one of the cases, and of a whole 
century in the other case, claimants should come forward to 
dispute the amounts with the treasurer of tl:e Chief Registrar’s 
Fund. Mr. Stansfeld is the official assignee in whose hands 
the money at present remains for the purpose of dividend or 
otherwise, 
‘(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBURN,) 

Oct. 30.—In re Tonge-—The bankrupt was an attorney, | 
carrying on business in the Strand, and on ee ae 
order of discharge. The debts were £680, there were 





also liabilities on accommodation bills to a small amount. No 
assets. 
. The Commissioner inquired if he had ever been bankrupt or 
insolvent before. a 

The bankrupt replied that he had been insolvent, and ‘that 
his debts were then £300. He had now his profession and 
— under his fathet's will. 

he commissioner held that the bankrupt had contracted 
debts without reasonable expectation of payment. It wasa 
most unjust thing that a ional 
education, should thus contract debts. The order of discharge 
ee ded for six months, and the next time the 

ap 

refused, 


in the Court protection would probably be 

Noo. 4.—In Re Wickendon § Mansell—Messrs. Wickendon 
& Mansell’s estate is being man out of court under a 
déed. The three trustees under the deed have had @ dis- 

ent, the effect of which has been to prevent a dividend. 

wo of the trustees presented a petition to this Court for the 
rémoval of their co-trustee. The learned Commissioner inti- 
mated a very strong opinion that he had no jurisdiction to 
order the removal prayed. He now gave judgment, declining 
to accede to the prayer of the petition further than to order 
the funds in hand to be transferred to the official of 
this Court, with a view toan early dividend. The costs of the 
petitioners would not be allowed, but they were at liberty to 


appeal. 





SHERIFFS’ COURT. 
(Before Mr. Ginzons.) 
Oct. 29.—Dickey v. Burns.—The plaintiff in this case claimed 
21s., which he alleged to have been obtained from him by false 
ces, and 4s,, money paid and lost through the defendant. 
t appeared that some time since a Mr. Butler, 


himself as the agent of Mr. Burns, who is the of a 
trade protection society, called upon the plaintiff, and brought 


under his notice the benefits of a certain trade protection 
society carried on by the defendant. The plaintiff declined 
to have any thing to do with it, but Mr. Butler represented 


ae a man bf the plaintiff's oneresr® sale phe penne. 
pon groun: representation, and t plaintiff 
subscribed one guinea and received his card of, membership. 
The plaintiff had taken out a summons against a debtor (in 
this court), and paid 4s. for it. The defendant’s agent took 
up the summons, and said his society would attend to it, but 
upon the day of hearing no one came, and so the plaintiff lost his 
4s. He then made inquiries amongst his nei and found 
that none of them belonged to the society. 

Mr. Gibbons thought that the plaintiff had been defrauded, 
and gave him a verdict with costs. 

No one appeared for the defendant. 





Appointments. 


Mr. W. H. Asmonsr has been appointed solicitor to the post 
office in the room of the late Mr. Peacock. His claims for 
that position was supported by high commercial testimonials, 
and strengthened by the recollection of the services of his late 
father, twenty-three years. ago,.to the cause of post office 
reform. The appointment is one of considerable value, the 
ineyme being, we believe, about £2,500 a-year. 

Mr, J.G. Temp, Q.C., of the equity bar, has been appointed 
judge of the Lincolnshire county courts (circuit 17), in the 
room of the late Mr. J. G. Stapylton Smith, deceased. Mr. 
Teed had a large business, for many years, as a junior Chancery 
barrister, and his appointment will give general satisfaction. 








Correspondence, 


CovENANT TO Sranp SEISED. 


Unless the deed referred to in the question of “ An Attorney's 
Clerk” (vol. 6, p. 877) is capable of operating in some other 
than as a covenant to stand seised, it is pretty clear that, 
in the absence of any consideration of blood or marriage be- 
tween the covenantor and either the covenantee or the parties 
in whose favour the use is to be raised, the title cannot stand. 

A relationship of blood on marriage, subsisting either be- 
tween the covenantor and the covenantee, or between the 

@s- 


| covenantor and the parties who are.to have the beneficial 
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tate, is absolutely necessary to the validity of a covenant to 
stand seised. 

It is not, I believe, essential that the relationship should be 
between the covenantor and covenantee. 1 am almost sure I 
have met with a case somewhere, in which a covenant to con- 
vey to a stranger, in trust for a relative of the covenantor, was 
held good as a covenant to stand seised to the use of the rela- 
tion, thongh I forget whether the legal estate was held to be 
in the covenantee or in the relation. : 

A covenant with A., a stranger, that, in consideration of the 
natural Jove and affection which the covenantor bears to B., 
a relation, he will stand seised to the use of B., would, I have 
no doubt, be perfectly valid, and operate to vest the legal es- 
tate in B.; and guere, whether it would not be equally good 
if the covenant were to stand. seised to the use of A., in trust 
for B., so as to vest the legal estate in A. for the benefit of B. 
the person between whom and the covenantor the consideration 
subsists? F. I. W. 





Tn the case put by “ An Attorney's Clerk” does he mean 
that C, and D, are related to B., or to A? If to B., no ques- 
tion can arise as there would be no consideration, and if to 
A., then I think the case will be answered by referring to 
2 Roll, Ab, 783, pl. 4. Your correspondent appears to have 
taken the two paragraphs he quotes from Jar, & B, Conv. as 
referring or relating to each other, whereas the first is enclosed 
in brackets, therefore the second does not contradict it, but 
goes on to explain the case cited in the preceding page: the 
two clauses are not intended to harmonize. This will, I think, 
clear the doubt from the mind of “An Attorney’s Clerk.” 

Cc. W. W. 





CERTIFICATE Durty. 


As the time is fast approaching when we shall be called 
upon for our annual contribution to the National Exchequer, 
may I take the liberty of inquiring (through the medium of 
your valuable journal) whether the collection of the money 
for our certificates could not be effected with a little less trouble 
and annoyance to the contributors. At present, as you may 
be aware, we have no less than four attendances before we 
can obtain the required authority. Surely a little arrange- 
ment between the heads of the departments of the Inland 
Revenue and the Law Institution might reduce them to two. 

Nov. 3, 1862. One, &c. 





Tue Incorroratep Law Sociery. 

I had the curiosity the other day to see how old some of 
the members of the Council were, and I ‘observed that nine 
members were admitted on an average forty-five yearsago. If 
they were twenty-five when admitted, each would be seventy. 
Among the nine is one of the two last elected. W. P. B. 





Tue Bankruptcy Act. 

You inserted a letter from me, on the 6th of September, 
relative to composition deeds. That was after the decision of 
the Court of Exchequer (reported in the Weekly Reporter on 
the 17th of May) had (if possible) added to the confusion 
into which the Act had thrown both the law and practice on 
the subject, and the effect that has followed seems to be that 
no commissioner, registrar, solicitor, creditor, or debtor knows 
what todo. I instance the case of Veillard and several others. 
I am glad to see that on the 18th of October you drew atten- 
tion to the matter in a leading article, and I do trust that 
something will be settled at last. 

An ArticLep CLERK. 





ENFRANCHISEMENT OF CoprHoLDs—F REE Bencu oF WIFE. 


The opinions of some of your readers on the following 
point will oblige. 

By the custom of the manor of Cheltenham, which is ex- 
ceptional to the general custom. “the freebench of widows 
attaches, like the ancient right of dower out of freeholds, on 
all the copyhold lands of inheritance of which their husbands 
were tenants at any time during the coverture.” I quote from 
Williams on Real Property, 3rd ed. p. 316. It is proposed at 
the request of the owner to enfranchise certain land copyhold 
of this manor. The owner isa married man, Will the en- 
franchisement have the effect of destroying the claim to free- 
bench of the wife, if she should survive her husband? ‘The 


steward thinks it will. The writer, however, is of a contrary ° 


opinion, and suggests that there should be a surrender from 





the husband and wife to the lord, who should then grant the 
freehold to a trustee for the husband to uses to bar dower, the 
latter having been married prior to 1834, The steward objects 
to that course as unusual, and proposes to effect the object in 
view by the lord granting to uses to bar dower in the enfran- 
chisement deed, or, at all events, by the husband and wife 
executing a deed, subsequently to the enfranchisement, to a 
trustee to similar uses, the deed being. acknowledged by the 
wife under the Act for the abolition of Fines and Recoveries, 

Watkyns, in, his work on copyholds, expresses a strong 
opinion that an enfranchisement will destroy freebench; but [ 
imagine that, although it would do so as regards property in 
any other manor, it would not have that effect in a 

R, W. 





Divorce Court Act. 

Can you tell me how that can be made “ perpetual ” which 
has ceased to exist? In looking over the “ practical statutes ” 
of last session, I observe that the Act, cap 81, which purports 
to make perpetual the Act of 23 & 24 Vict. c, 144, relating 
to the powers of the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes, did not receive the royal assent, and consequently did 
not take effect until the 7th of August, whereas the Act whose 
life was proposed to be extended to perpetuity expired on the 
Slst of July. It seems to me that these dates are of some 
importance, Lex. 





Can ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN TAKE UNDER A LIMITATION 
TO CHILDREN IN A CONVEYANCE? 

In answer to the enquiry made by “Lector” in your last 
number, I find the following laid down in Smith's Compen- 
dium (p. 920),—“The law will never allow an illegitimate 
child, though born, to take by deed or will merely under the 
general denomination of a child or a son or daughter or issue, 
unaided by anything else in the deed or will itself.” 

C. W. 


DevisE—FREENOLDS. 


With reference to this question (ante vol. 6, pp. 839, 851, 864, 
877), and hoping your readers are not tired of seeiug the point 
discussed, I venture, with some diffidence, to offer another 
suggestion. 

May not the words “die without leaving lawful issue” be 
construed as referring to the possible death of the devisees 
without issue in the testator's lifetime, and not to the failure of 
issue at an indefinite time. 

If such be the true construction, the preceding words ot 
limitation would give to T. and P. each an estate in fee sim- 
ple, and the share of I. would, on his dying intestate, go to his 
heir-at-law. 

I merely offer this as a suggestion, and, knowing of no 
authority for adopting such: a construction, feel a considerable 
amount of doubt on the subject. I should be glad to see some 
further remarks on the point. 

If the expression “die without leaving lawful issue” be 
held to mean a failure of issue at an indefinite period of time, so 
as to create an estate tail, the previous words “and assigns” 
would, I think, be hardly sufficient to negative that interpre- 
tation. I. W. 





Tue Mercuant Surerine Act, 

The Merchant Shipping Act of last session is obviously an 
Act of great importance, though I suppose but little attention 
would be given ,by the profession to such a subject; yet the 
practitioner may at any time be called upon for advice. It 
will be observed that the Act is an amendment Act, and deals 
not only with the Merchant Shipping Acts of 1844 and 1845, 
but with the “ Customs Consolidation Act, 1853.” The Act 
is very elaborate in its details, and a sketch of it will, I trust, 
be acceptable to your readers. 

Though the Act deals with two subjects—shipping and cus- 
toms—it is to be cited as “The Merchant Shipping Amendment 
Act, 1862.” It is also, as it should be observed, to be con- 
strued with, and as part of “The Merchant Shipping Act, 
1854,” which is treated in the Act as the “ principal Act.” 
The enactments referred to by sect. 2, anil described in table 
A., are, it should be noted, repealed, except as to any liabilities 
incurred before such repeal. 

Sect. 3, which relates to what are called “ beneficial interests,” 
is, I think, deserving of paramount attention. ‘This section is 
declaratory, and settles the law as to the meaning and effect of 
the registration clauses iu the old and original Act. All equi- 
ties against owners and mortgagees are, it will be observed, 
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preserved to the operation of the ‘general law affecting such 
matters. The language of this Act will still, as it is feared, 
give rise to difficulties between ship owners inter se. 

The 5th section, which requires that all steam ‘ships shall, 
after the Ist of June, 1863, carry certificated engineers, is of 
great public advantage. What, however, is the penalty for 
disobedience? It is, I think, to be regretted that such i- 
neers are not compelled to exhibit. their certificates upon the 
demand of the passenger, which does not ~ ae to be the case. 
The exceptions referred to in sect. 18, which refers to masters 
and seamen, are of great importance. Then the regulations 


introduced as to lights and fog signals, &c., are, if property | 
and guarantee ad 


enforced, in advance of previous Acts, 

tional safety to passengers. ‘The regulations as to pil 

are, as it will be observed, to some extent in relief of th 

owners of steam ships, and have long been, I believe, felt to be 
uisite. 

e only other subject I can advert to in a short letter like 
the present, is the ship owner’s liability. ‘This it will be seen 
is “ limited” in the four events named in sect. 54. ‘The limi- 
tations it will be seen do not embrace cases of what are called 
* actual fault or privity.” This is no doubt the branch upon 
which the profession will have chiefly to advise, coupled with 
cases of salvage, to whieh I can only direct attention. The 
original Act is, it will be observed, amended as to the sum- 
mary jurisdiction given previously in cases of salvage, but 
which is now limited. J, CULYERHOUSE. 

3, Compton-street, Ball’s Pond. 





Tue Liprary oF THE INcorPoRATED Law Society. 

I fully concur with the suggestion of “ An Articled Clerk” 
which appeared in your Jast number, that the I: 

Law Society should supply.more than one copy of the works 
most generally read by the students who subscribe to the 
library of the society. 

I have for the last two years been a subscriber, and fre- 
quently study in the library; but having invariably found, on 
going,there, that all the works used as text-books by students’ 
were engaged, I have been compelled to purchase works of 
that description for my‘own use; and the only benefit I have 
derived by subscribing to the library has been the use I have 
been able.to make of the other works as: books of reference. 

aay! y4 that if the Council of ye society are made 
aware @ inconvenience pointed out by your correspon- 
dent, they will not hesitate to remedy it, 





Tur New Bankrvprcy Law. 

Numerous aré the complaints that the Chief Registrar's 
account is incapable of meeting the increasing claims made 
upon it by the active working of the new Bankruptcy Act. 
In addition to the heavy charges placed upon it by the appoint- 
ment of what.is.termed the ‘‘ Crown Solicitor in 44 
the monthly visitation of the prisons throughout the kingdom 
by the registrars, the transfer of the payment out of it of the 
salaries of the official assignees and their staff, and at the same 
time the withdrawal of the heaviest estates from the court by 
the operation of the deed clauses, thereby causing a large dimi- 
nution in the revenue formerly derived from the made 
under those estates, with the appointment since November last 
of three new registrars at salaries of £1,200 a ae each, to 
say nothing of superadded fees, the fund seems likely to have 
from time to time heavy claims for the costs of the various 
prosecutions, the number of which directed by the court is now 
steadily augmenting. 

Under these circumstances it behoves the Lord Chancellor 
the commissioners, and the public to guard with watchful eyes 
any changes that take place, and to insist that the retrench- 
ments directed by the Act to be made as vacancies arise are 
duly and properly carried into effect. 

Two or three weeks ago I observed the announcement of the 
resignation of Mr. Commissioner Evans, and it would seem, 
from the recent indifferent attendance of the commissioners 
who are now discharging the duties, that a further reduction in 
their number at an early date may not be unlikely; and I 
trust that the commissioners will not neglect the opportunity 
of carrying into effect the retrenchment consequent thereon, 
but will abolish all unnecessary offices, and achieve that saving 
in the income of the court that the occasion enables them to 


The official ass who by the new Act were directed to 
take possesion of the bankrupt’s estate and effects, have hither- 
to, by the operation of the rules and orders, which provided 


} 
) 


“not much longer be postponed. 





that they should employ the messengers for that purpose, been 
exempted frons these duties; bat there’ie no reason, as vanandles 
in the office of messenger occur, why they should not do so, 
and thereby accomplish ths desired economy, the Act of i 
ment specifying that no vacancy in the office of 
shall be filled up until the number shall have been red 
two. The making of a new rule would remove any difficulty 
on this score, and it would give great satisfaction to the public 
to have the official assignees take a more direct 
the bankrupts’ estates. 
The diseu ain ae er ceaeeenes 00 ie eens Seer. 
is not an uncommon occur- 
rence for four or five meetings to be fixed for eleven o'clock, 
and a like number for half- eleven, 
past one or two o'clock, as the persons interested in 
meetings fixed for the 


the s cases have departed, you may imagine 
small and badly-arranged rooms in are 
held that a very pretty state of things generally arises. 
Yesterday I counted the number of cases set out on the list 
as fixed for hearing at eleven o’clock, and found they amounted 
to sixteen. Two commissioners were toattend, i 
Fonblanque unfortunately was seized illness, and could 
not be present.- Mr. Goulburn was also absent; the two re- 
maining commissioners being away for their vacation. - 
Surely there wants a controlling authority st the court to 
and enforce a better system, or bank1 adminis- 
tration will become worse than ever. Zz, 
Basinghall-street, Nov. 1, 
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Tue Rovret. Case AND THE Law STATIONERS, 

Circumstances have hitherto prevented us noticing the letters 

ing in your impressions of September 13th and 20th. 
We, however, deem it not too late.to offer, with your permis- 
sion, some remarks in answer to the reflections upon our body 
contained in these letters and others appearing in the daily press, 

Not. that we feel called upon to do so in.our own al 
defence, our name not having been publicly mevti in 
connection with the case, . wre er eee me 
grossments in question, yet the subject having named 
peace by wae of 9 leading city firms, we ask space 
or this communication. 

We take leave to say at starting that the writers of these 
letters have not all sufficient weight to the very excep- 
tional nature of this case, At t there are but two 
stationers, we believe, known to 
forged deeds, and the one whose name was first mentioned 
states, in his letter to the Times of August 22nd, that “ 
copies of the deeds in question, when they left my ha 
RE, ar 3 stamps nor seals, nor in facet for- 


about them to constitute them d of ¢ 
deeds.” SE Oe ee eens cumiael tr tel eae 


ordinary character as between a solicitor and ‘stationer. 
And this alone we submit would, reasonably * 
disarm him of any suspicion, but when to this is ad 
Roupell’s then status in society, and- his reputed fabu- 
lous wealth, we think it must be admitted that all grounds 
for charging the stationer with even indiscretion are removed. 

y vaticnees pabedly ‘ap taiieaiat Geel ee 
the stationers stamps 
and make a usurious prokt on their sale. We are aware that 
a few {do keep such stamps in stock, of course a 
charge commensurate with their age and the of keeping 
them, as if not sold they would be an utter loss; but to imply, 
as does the writer of the ietter, that they keep them knowing 
that they are sometimes bought for fraudulent p is, we 
feel justified in saying, an unwarrantable accu against 
some of the oldest and most respectable of our body. We 
have occasionally had to procure old stamps, but we can as- 
sert that the applications for them have ‘mostly come from 
solicitors of our Own connection, and the reason for their 
quirement made known to, or ascertained by us; and 
amongst the purposes for which they were wanted there 
never one having the shadow of a suspicion of being fraudu 
lent, in most cases they were wanted for saving 
the penalty on deeds that had inadvertently been 
outrun the time for stamping. 

The remarks of “F. J. -T.” (to come to the letters: | 
your journal, as’ to how far can trust stationers 
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with deeds or other valuable documents) have little or 
no application to the present case, it mot being one 
where a breach of trust or confidence of the kind im- 
plied by your correspondent has been committed. But in 
fact he answers his own question by frankly expressing the 
belief that “this is the only (or almost the only) instance in 
which one of them (the stationers) has been charged with 
aiding the perpetration of a fraud.” 

As regards the remarks of your other correspondent (“A 
Solicitor’s Clerk,”) about the disposition of some stationers to 
do the work of solicitors. We do not believe they can apply 
to the more respectable, and indeed, larger number of the body. 
It may be there are some who have sought by undertaking 
professional and agency matters, and by other indirect means, 
to extend their business. But we think we may fairly claim for 
the stationers generally that they have hada different apprecia- 
tion of their position and duty towards the profession by which 
they are supported; yet it should be borne in mind, we may 
respectfully observe, that the fault (if any) of this, and the 
remedy also for it, rests chiefly with solicitors themselves. 

But for the letters appearing in your journal, it’ was scarcely 
necessary for us to have trespassed so far upon your space.— 

W. H. & W. Wirnersy. 





Wirt—Power OF PRE-EMPTION. 

A testator by his will, dated in 1859, directed that “ all my 
real estate shall be sold to the best advantage as soon as con- 
veniently may be after my decease, and the profits equally 
divided amongst my nephews and nieces.” In a subsequent 
clause he declared “that if any of my nephews and. nieces 
shall wish to purchase any of my real property at a just and 
fair valuation, my will is that such shall have the preference.” 
The testator appointed two executors of his will, who lave dis- 
posed of the real estate by auction. He left several nephews 
and nieces, and it has been ascertained that some of them are 
minors. Such of them as are of age decline to purchase. 

The purchaser refuses to complete, on the ground that the 
executors cannot legally sell until all the nephews and nieces 
attain twenty-one, and decline to purchase under the power of 
pre-emption contained in the will. Can the executors compel 
him to complete and accept the title, and if so, on what 
authority? A SuBSCRIBER, 





Erelanv, 
Donut, Nov. 4, 

Monday last, being the first day of Michaelmas Term, the 
courts of law and equity were opened here, with the customary 
formalities. We were glad to see the venerable Lord Chief 
Justice, now in his eighty-eighth year, looking remarkably hale 
and vigorous. The rumour respecting the anticipated retire- 
ment of Mr. Justice Ball turns out to have been without 
foundation. The learned judge took his seat as usual in the 
Court of Common Pleas. 

The benchers held their usual meeting previous to the 
sitting of the various courts, and tran their ordinary 
business. The election of a n to fill the office of sub- 
librarian of the King’s Inns Library, at present vacant, was 
deferred to a future day. 

The Chancery Appeal Court will sit on Monday next, the 
10th inst., to dispose of the list of appeals at present pending, 
from the Court of Chancery, Rolls, Landed Estates, and Bank- 
rupt Courts. About twenty-four appeals have already been 
entered for hearing. 

Dr. George Battersby, Q.C., recently appointed j of the 
Consistorial Court of Dublin in the room of the Ty Rad- 
cliffe, Q.C., was sworn into office on Saturday. 

Archdeacon West has been appointed Vicar-General of the 
arch-diocese of Dublin and diocese of Glendalough. 

Dr. John Thomas Ball, Q.C., was, on Monday last sworn 
into office as Dr. Radcliffe’s successor to the post of Vicar- 
General of Armagh. 

A meeting of the members of the English and Irish Chancery 
and Law Courts Commission was held at the Four Courts on 
Saturday last. There were present the Right Hon. the Lord 
Justice of Appeal, the Right Hon. the Chief Jus- 
tice of the Common Pleas, the Right Hon. Abraham Brewster, 
the Right Hon. Joseph Napier, the Hon. Baron Hughes, the 


Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General, Richard J. T. Orpen, 
Esq., and W. Neilson Hancock, LL.D., a 

_ We learn that during the vacation a list of printed ques- 
tions was issued by the Commissioners on points bearing on 





the subject-matter of their inquiry and was forwarded to offi 
cial personages and leading practitioners. It is presumed 
that the replies to these queries will be published with 
the report. Nothing definite has as yet transpired respect- 
ing the proceedings of the Commission, but it is said 
that a strong feeling prevails in favour of assimilating both 
the common law and equity practice of the two countries. It 
does, indeed, seem unreasonable that where England and Ire- 
land have become so completely identified in their commercial 
relations, and are governed by the same common law, they 
should be subject to the inconvenience of a diversity of codes 
of procedure. This evil isina great degree of modern growth. 
Till within the last thirty years, the same rules of pleading 
applied to both, and the practice of the courts was less diverse 
than it has since grown. What renders this dissimilarity the 
more absurd is, that it is one of detaii rather than of principle. 
We hope that the present commission will inaugurate the great 
work of a thorough assimilation of the laws of both countries, 
except so far as local necessities may otherwise require, and 
that the courts of England and of Ireland may soon become 
co-ordinate tribunals, engaged in the administration of the 
same laws with similar rules of procedure. 

e Court of the 


Sir Redmond Barry, judge of the Suprem 
colony of Victoria, and chancellor of the University of Mel- 
bourne, is now in Dublin. The Dublin Evening Mail states 
that the Board of Trinity College are about to confer on him 
an honorary degree, and observes that “ Sir Redmond Barry is 
not only one of the most distinguished colonial judges, but 
he can claim the rare merit of having, through many long 
years, been the leading and often the solitary patron of learn- 
ing and the fine arts in our chief Australian colony. He is at 
present combining with the pleasure of travels the important 
duties of representative of the Australian colonies at the Great 
Exhibition, and superintendent of valuable collections of 
books and scientific specimens, which are being sent abroad. 
No man can be more deserving of the honours of a Univer- 
sity than he who, in rude and far distant lands, devotes time 
and energy to advancing education and refinement, and holding 
aloft the fair lamp of amid the gloom of a wild and but 
imperfectly civilised society. We think that our University 
will do well to follow the good example set by Oxford and 
Cambridge. It may be added that Sir Redmond Barry has 
been for eight successive years elected chancellor of the Mel- 
bourne University—an honour not undeserved, since it was by 
his exertions that the institution was originally founded.” 

Mr. James Henry Monahan, barrister-at-law, eldest son of 
the Chief Judge of the Court of Common Pleas, has been ap- 

inted purse-bearer to the Lord Chancellér, in the room of 
Mr. David R. Pigott, lately appointed assistant-barrister for 
county Louth. 





Colonial Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


WEST INDIES, 
New Crmanat Acts. 

The Attorney-General has introduced into the Court of 
Policy at Demarara six bills to consolidate and amend the 
criminal law of that colony. ‘These bills are a transcript of 
the English Acts of Parliament passed last session, modified 
so far as to adapt them to the circumstances and condition of 
the colony. ; 








Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FRANCE. 
Luapiuity or Dock ComPantzs. 


portant 
for railway companies who are in the habit of depositing large 
quautities of goods at the docks on account of owners who do 
not wish to pay the duties until they have sold the merchandise, 
companies have, therefore, an interest in obtaining a 
receipt from the docks, stating the exact weight of the mer- 
chandise when delivered, in order that they might not be ren« 
liable for any deficiency found to exist at o future time 
the goods should be weighed for payment of duty. 
receipts the Docks Company have constantly fused, 
hence the present action, On the 4th of 


ait! 
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Orleans Company deposited at the docks 270 bags of raw coffee, 
the weight of which, as announced in the invoice, was 20,999 
kilogrammes. The railway company demanded that the coffee 
should be immediately weighed and a receipt given accordingly, 
but the application was refused. The tribunal, after hearing 
counsel on both sides, gave judgment for the plaintiffs, in 
which it stated that the docks company were wrong in re- 
fusing to give a receipt for the exact weight of the merchan- 
dise on delivery; that it should consequently be responsible for 
any deficiency in the weight of 20,999 kilogrammes; and that 
for the future it should be bound to weigh immediately all 
goods deposited with it by.the Orleans Company, and give a 
receipt accordingly. The defendants were also condemned to 
pay the costs. 





3 Crmaunat Law—Jupiciar' Error. 

The Court of Cassation has quashed two judgments of the 
Court of Assize of the Department of the North in consequence 
of a judicial error, of which there is no precedent to be found 
in the French law books. 

A woman named Rosalie Doise was convicted on the 13th of 
August, 1861, of parricide, and sentenced to hard labour for 
life. It was proved inthe course of the trial that this wo- 
man had threatened her father’s life on several occasions. 
After having for a long time declared she was innocent, she at 
length said she was guilty. She at the same time exculpated 
her husband from any share in her crime. It turned out, how- 
ever, that the woman was innocent. Two men who were sub- 
sequently arrested for other crimes were found guilty of the 
murder of Martin Doise, the female convict’s father. It was 
clearly proved that they had never had any acquaintance, nor 
were they ever in thecompany of his daughter. The Attorney- 
General of the Court of Cassation consequently applied to the 
Court to quash the two: judgments, as being inconsistent with 
each other. The fact remains to be explained for what motive 
Rosalie Doise confessed herself to be guilty of a dreadful crime 
of which she was really innocert. 





Banx Notes—Fravputent Issvuz. 


The Paris Tribunal of Commerce has pronounced a judg- 
ment of some importance against the Bank of France, M. 
Jeannin, a bill clerk of the Comptoir d’Escompte, received in 
the course of his rounds a number of bank-notes, among which, 
as it turned out, was one bearing neither number nor signature. 
The English usage of taking the numbers of notes passing 
commercial hands does not prevail in France, and M. Jean- 
nin was, therefore unable to say where he ‘took the imperfect 
note. His employers refused to receive it, and left him respon- 
sible for the loss, The note was a genuine proof of a Bank 
of France 1,000f. issue, but had never been perfected by a 
number and signature, and could only have been put in circula- 
tion by a fraud. Under these circumstances M. Jeannin 
brought an action for 1,000f. against tes aera of the bank, 
not upon the note, but for dama ed by carelessness 
in allowing the note to be i . The tribunal decided that 
as the bank acknowl the bill to be a proof from one of its 
own plates, which had fraudulently appropriated and put 
in circulation, the case fell under Art. 1,384 of the Code Napo- 
leon, which enacts that masters are responsible for any damage 
caused by the negligence of the persons in their employ, and ac- 
cordingly condemned the governor of the bank to pay the 
plaintiff 1,000f. with’ costs. This case is not very 
dissimilar from some which are likely to arise between the 
Bank of England and holders of forged notes printed on the 
genuine but stolen paper of the Bank, so much of which is 
said to be in circulation at present. We are pot certain, how- 
ever, that English law contains any rule capable of the same 
ee as the above-mentioned section of the Code Napo. 

eon. 





PRUSSIA, 

Tae Law or Marries.—An interesting trial was re- 
cently pending before the tribunals at Berlin, The validity of 
a marriage, contracted in 1848 between Count S—— ana the 
daughter of s non-commissioned officer of the guard, who had 
been employed in the corps de ballet of the opera, was dis- 
puted on the ground of irregularity of rank. ‘The superior 
tribunal of Berlin declared the marriage valid, acting upon a 
rescript of 1746, by which non-commissioned officers and their 
children are assimilated to the upper bourgeois class, But 
this judgment has been cancelled, and the cause sent back to 
be ‘del tenles The defendant, the son of the Countess 
S——, pleads that his mother was a very skilful dancer; that 





she danced solos; that consequently she was an artist, and be- 
longed, therefore, to the upper bourgeois class. Thus it is 
upon the question of whether this lady danced more or less 
cleverly that the validity of the marriage depends. The law 
upon marriage, presented so many times, suppressed this ab- 
surd distinction of ranks; consequently the Chamber of Peers 
has always refused to vote it. 





RUSSIA, 


A recent Imperial ukase promulgates the fandamental prin- 
ciples of the re-organisation of the department of justice through- 
out the empire. These principles mainly consist of the separa- 
tion of judicial from adminstrative and legislative functions, 
and the division of the various courts of justice into arbitration 
courts, arbitrative assemblies, and district courts. 

The Senate of St. Petersburgh is to be the Court of Cassation 
or ultimate court of appeal. 

Chambers of advocates are to be established. The district 
courts are to receive juries chosen from all classes. 

The Committee of the Council of the Empire is entrusted 
with the duty of drawing up detailed laws embodying these ar- 
rangements, as well as regulations affecting notaries. 





AMERICA. 


The habeas corpus case in Vermont (referred to, Solicitors’ 
Journal vol. 6 p. 840), has been decided in a manner that is 
scarcely gratifying to the friends of constitutional liberty, 
though it must be highly distasteful to Mr. Stanton and the 
instruments of his arbitrary decrees. Three named 
Dyman, Barnes, and Field, were accused of di ty at Bur- 
lington—why or by whom they knew not—and committed to 
prison by the Provost-Marshal. The Provost-Marshal was 
cited to bring up their bodies before the civil tribunal, and 
refused, pleading military authority from Mr. Secretary Stan- 
ton as his justification. The Court leniently gave him time to 
consider the point; and when the time elapsed without pro- 
duction of the prisoners the Provost-Marshal was cited for 
contempt of court and fined 100 dollars, He paid the money 
declaring that he only desired to perform his duty faithfully. 
But the question will be asked, what has become of the pri- 
soners? Are they still in custody? And can a Provost- 
Marshal, for £20, which the Government will reimburse him, 
detain men in prison without trial, although a judge on the 
bench declares his conduct to be illegal and punishes him for 
it? There is nothing in the published reports to show that 
the judge has ordered the release of the men; and if they are 
still in prison, the victory in the case rests substantially with 
the Government (minus the cost of 100 dollars), and public 
liberty in Vermont is, as it was before, at the mercy of any 
one who chooses to infringe it, at the expense of a slight penalty 
to be paid out of the public taxes, 





Neoro Law. 

A case recently came before the Court at New York in which 
a school teacher in Montgomery County sought to recover 
salary due to him, The claim was refused on the ground that 
he was “at least one-fourth negro.” The judge ruled that 
“good taste and sound policy” forbade the employment 
of negroes and mulattos as teachers in the public schools. 
The constitution, he said, did not expressly di ify such 
ms from exercising this particular function, but as it pro- 
ibited their immigration into the state, and the common school 
law did not permit negro children to attend as pupils and enjoy 
the benefits of the schools, it was clear that the employment of 
negro teachers was contrary to the spirit if not to the letter of 

the Constitution ; and he decreed accordingly. 





Rebicws. 


A Manual of Common Law and Bankruptcy, founded on 
various text-books and recent statutes, and Y as@ 
companion to Smith's Manual of Equity. By Jostan W. 
Sura, B.C.L., one of her Majesty’s counsel, Stevens, 

Sons, & Haynes. 

One of the greatest difficulties which a conscientious law 
student has to deal with in his efforts to educate himself in a 
practical but not merely empirical knowledge of his profession 
consists in the fact of his having to deal with so many large 
and exhaustive works before he can hope to obtain a com- 
prehensive impression of the different branches of the juris- 
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prudence which it is essential that he should master, Any 
one who removes the difficulty we have mentioned by applying 
the powers of extensive knowledge and experience to the task 
of generalizing principles and of presenting to the mind of 
the student a correct idea of the elements of the eighteen or 
twenty large treatises which adult lawyers must digest, need 
not, in our opinion, be modest in offering the result of his 
labours to those for whose advantage it was undertaken. Mr. 
Smith's“ Manual of Equity ” is well known to and highly valued 
by the profession, and from the cursory examination which we 
have been able to make of the little book mentioned at the head 
of this notice, we have no doubt that it will be equally satisfac- 
tory with its sister volume on equity jurisprudence. The 
amount of labour which has been spent by Mr. Smith upon 
his ‘* Manual of Common Law and Bankruptcy” is apparent 
to anyone who will open the book at any page. He has, as 
he remarks in his preface, ‘founded this small volume on 
about sixty text-books;” and upon looking at the names of those 
books in the index of them prefixed to the work, the reader 
will perceive at once that Mr. Smith has not only selected as 
his authorities those treatises which the student must of 
necessity constantly use when he has begun to practise, but he 
has further in all cases referred to the latest editions. Upon 
this principle, it is evident that the “ Manual of Common Law 
and Bankruptcy ”’ is peculiarly suitable for the careful study 
of Jaw students, and when they have read it through once or 
twice they will have grounded themselves so well in the prin- 
ciples of the jurisprudence of commori law and of bankruptcy, 
that there will not be the same occasion for alarm, as hitherto, 
when further progress in study and experience forces upon 
them the duty of mastering the larger treatises, and intro- 
duces them to a task the difficulties of which, without assist- 
ance such as that which Mr. Smith affords, have often tempted 
articled clerks to cowardly idleness, and led to ultimate non- 
success in the pass-examination. We are further of opinion that 
practising lawyers will find the book a valuable evade mecum, 
and it is not a slight advantage, in cgse of haste, to have the 
power, by means of Mr. Smith’s manual and the exhaustive 


index which it contains, of ascertaining at once, not only what, 


are the leading principles of common law or of bankruptcy 
affecting any point, but also where to find in such books as 
Smith’s “ Mercantile Law,’ and “Chitty on Bills,” and 
* Byles on Bills,” what each of those able writers say upon the 
matter. We recommend Mr. Smith’s “ Manual of Common 
Law and Bankruptcy” to the profession, and we believe that 
the author has succeeded *‘ in supplying what appearcd to him 
to bea great desideratum.” 





The Act to Facilitate the Proof of Title to and the Convey- 
ance of Real Estates, with Practical Notes. By ALEXANDER 
Epwarp MILter, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
“ Solicitors’ Journal ” Office. 

An Act to Facilitate the Proof of Title to and the Conveyance 
of Real Estates. With an Introductory Chapter and Notes 
and References. The General Rules, Table of Costs, &c. 
To which is added the Declaration of Titles Act, 1862, with 
an Elaborate Index to the whole work. By W. Downixe 
Bruce, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens, 
Sons, & Haynes. 


A Manual of Practice in the Office of the Land Registry. 
By Henry Govcn, of the Middle Temple, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens, Sons, & Haynes. 


It used to be said that a bad book made a good review, as 
bad wine makes good vinegar, and there is as much truth in 
the saying as is generally to be found in such smart. antitheses. 
It is certainly much easier to abuse than to praise, and satire is 
always more piquant than approbation, however well.turned the 
phrases in which it is conveyed. But the badness of a book 
may be two-fold, It may err from defect as well as from 
excess—from omission as we]l as from unnecessary addition— 
and very much of the goodness of the review depends upon 
which kind of badness the reviewer has to deal with. If this 
be go in the case of ordinary text-books, ought not some allow- 
ance to be made for reviewers who are called upon to criticise 
a performance that hardly deserves the name, so far as the pro- 
fessed ‘“* author” is concerned? It would not be quite fair to the 
Legislature to give the editor the credit of the Act, or vice 
versd to blame him for the short-comings. of Parliament; so 
that unless he has something to say of importance about the 
Act, he leaves the reviewer little to say about him. 

We do not intend here explicitly to apply these remarks to 
the three books before us, or either of them; but we may be 
excused for not giving a lengthened account of them, when we 





inform our readers that they are for the most part made up of 
the actual text of the two statutes to which they relate. “Mr. 
Miller’s brochure contains more real original matter than 
either of the others, and is particularly distinguished by some 
useful observations drawn from the corresponding Irish Act, 
where it has any analogy. His comments, so far as they 
go, are such as might be expected from a sound and practical ' 
lawyer, and perhaps they go as far as one could usefully attempt 
before the Acts are subjected to the test of Ni or 

Mr. Bruce’s observations upon the several sections mainly 
consist of references to other sections and to the General 
Orders. His introductory chapter, however, contains a sum- 
mary of the Land Transfer Act—being a kind of epitome 
of its leading provisions; and it has unquestionably a good 
index. Both Mr. Miller and Mr. Bruce append tlie notes to 
the sections, so that the reader may see at a glance how much 
belongs to the author and how much to the legislature. Mr. 
Gough adopts another mode of editing—one against which we 
have often protested. He is not satisfied with giving the sta- 
tutes and Orders once for all; but after the manner of a certain 
school of editors (which no doubt includes some well-known 
names) he gives them both twice over, first by way pf a didac- 
tic summary in the nature of original matter, and then in 
tpsissimis verbis, with nothing except a few references super- 
added. His book, however, is a shapely one, and the sum- 
mary which it contains will probably be more intelligible to 
some people than the Act itself. It appears to be carefully 
done, and such observations as are to be found throughout the 
work are characterised by intelligence. : 

It is certainly a misfortune that there should be so 
much expense contracted in the mere reprint of important 
statutes. No doubt we shall soon have many more editions of 
these Acts, although the authors will probably find it difficult 
to throw much new light upon them. Mr. Miller has sought 
aid from almost the only quarter wher it might be obtained— 
among the decisions of the Irish court—and we have no hesi- 
tation in pronouncing his little work the best—we believe 
it is also the least expensive—of any edition that we bave yet 
seen. 

To our minds it would be a great improvement on the pre- 
sent system, if the gentlemen who edit new statutes would give 
the legal public credit for being in possession of them textually, 
as they come from the hands of the Queen’s printer, and would 
print such observations or comments only as they think might 
be serviceable. Indeed, the most desirable course would be to 
entrust this task to the legal journals, until a sufficient num- 
ber of cases had been decided, to afford a proper and useful 
field for editorial labour, 








Societies and Enstitutions. 


SOLICITORS’ AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 

An extraordinary general meeting of the proprietors of this 
Company was held on the 4th inst., at the Gray’s-inn Coffee- 
house, fer the purpose. of enabling the directors to submit to 
the meeting a memorial from policy-holders in the society sug- 
gesting that the business of the society should, as regards the 
present and future policyholders participating in profits, be 
henceforward conducted on the mutual principle. J. S. Torr, 
Esq., was in the chair. 

The Secretary having read the advertisement convening the 
meeting, 

The Chairman said the general purport of the business to 
be considered was whether they, as proprietors, were disposed, 
for a certain consideration offered by the policy-holders, to 
relinquish their interest in this society. ‘Ihe policy-holders in 
their memorial endeavoured to show that this company was in 
such a state of prosperity that it was self-sustaining, and did 
not require a large capital to ensure the due payment of claims 
made. In conclusion the chairman moved that certain resolu- 
tions for carrying the proposed object into effect be adopted. 
These had reference to details connected with verbal altera- 
tions of clauses, &c. 

After some conversation on details. 

Mr. Jellicoe, the company’s consulting actuary, said that 
the object for which the directors had entertained this propo- 
sition was to make this company a greater and more prosperous 
company by the change than it would be without the change. 
Some proprietors thought it a hardship to be compelled to 
withdraw their capital, but they must recollect that they had 
a handsome compensation, and that at the end of the term, 
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when their money was no longer wanted, they would receive a 
handsome compliment for going. 

Mr. Bird said that many. of the non-participating policy- 
holders had written to him to assent to this movement, and it 
was clear they. would have fmany advantages under another 
arrangement. By the plan proposed they would not only pay 
back to the policy-lolders £20,000, but £25,000, and they would 
take off £700,000 of their liabilities. After that day they 
would each have the money in his pocket, and his liabilities 
would be next to nothing. Those who dissented from the plan 
proposed were as nothing, being 16, representing £13,000, as 
against 614 assents, representing £526,800. 

The chairman took a show of hands on the question that the 
first seven resolutions set forth in the printed circular be adop- 
ted, when there appeared, for the motion 49; against it, 2. 
Resolution 8 was withdrawn. 

The chairman then put other resolutions, which related to the 
mode of working out the scheme. 

A requisition. of five proprietors was handed to the 
chairman demanding a poll, and the ballot was proceeded 
with, the result being as follows:—For the motion—Proprie- 
tors present, 55; shares, 6,625; votes, 230. Proxies, 109; 
number of shares, 7,517; votes, 369. Total of Proprietors, 164; 
shares 14,142; votes, 599. Against the motion—Proprietors, 
4; shares, 380; votes, 16. ‘Majority in favour of all the reso- 
lutions—160 members present, 13,662 shares, and 583 votes, 

A vote of thanks to the scrutineers, moved by Mr. Doune, 
and seconded by Mr, Withall, was carried with acclamation. 

A similar compliment was paid to the chairman, on the 
motion of Mr. Boyle, and the meeting separated. 





THE FRAUDS OF WHICH BILLS OF SALE ARE THE 
INSTRUMENTS, AND THE REMEDY FOR THEIR 
PREVENTION. 

The following paper upon this subject was read by Mr. C. 
J. Saunders, solicitor, Birmingham, at the recent meeting in 
that town of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion:— q 

Mortgages of household and trade effects, technically de- 
nominated bills of sale, have of late years become so frequent, 
and the frauds more or less gross occasioned to creditors by 
their instrumentality have become so numerous, that it occurred 
to the writer that a short paper upon the subject would be 
of use in drawing attention to the evils which exist in the 
present state of the law, and the remedy. for them. . Bills of 
sale or assignments of chattels personal, as well by way of 
absolute sale as also by way of mortgage, appear to have been 
in use in this country from a comparatively early period, and 
from their first introduction, or at all events as soon as sta- 
tutes and reports begin to make mention of them, the ill 
savour of fraud and collusion ap to have attended them. 
So-early as the reign of Edward III., a statute had become ne- 
cessary to check the fraudulent assignment of chattels as well 
as conveyances of lands. By that statute, (50 Edw, 3, c. 6.); 
after reciting “that divers persons do give their tenements and 
chattels to their friends by collusion to have the profits at their 
will, and afterwards do. flee to the franchise of Westminster, 
of St. Martin-le-Grand of London, or other such privileged 
places, and there do live a* time with a high countenance of 
another man’s goods and profits of the said tenements and 
chattels till the said creditors shall be bound to take a small 
parcel of their debt and release the remnant,” “ it is ordained 
and assented that if it be found that such gifts be so made by 
collusion, that the said creditors shall have execution of the 
said tenements and chattels as if no such gift had been made.” 
And this was speedily followed by another statute passed in 
the second year of Richard II., containing similar well inten- 
tioned provisions, Whether these ancient statutes accom- 
plished their object in terrifying the fraudulent debtors under 
the Plantagenets into more honest courses, we are unable in 
the absence of reported cases to ascertain; two hundred years 
however, elapsed before the attention of the Legislature was 
again called to the subject, and then in that reign in which it 
is the fashion of the present day to consider that the national 
and individual character of Englishmen stood highest and 

urest, there was passed a celebrated statute, that of the 13th 

liz. c. 5, made perpetual by the 29th Eliz: c. 5, which to use 
its own language slightly abbreviated, “ for the avoiding and 
abolishing of feigned conveyances, and fraudulent gifts, aliena- 
tions, judgments, and executions, as well of lands and tene- 
ments as of goods and chattels, more commonly used and 
practised in these days than hath been seen or heard of hereto- 





fore, and devised of fraud, collusion, or guile, to the intent to 
delay, hinder, or defraud creditors and others of their just and 
lawful actions, suits, debts, and accounts, to the overthrow of 
all true and plain dealing and chevisance between man and 
man,. without the which no commonwealth or civil society can 
be maintained or continued;” enacted that “ all such gifts, 
alienations, judgments, and executions should, as against the per- 
sons to be defrauded thereby, be utterly void, frustrate, and of none 
effect ; any pretence, feigned consideration, or any other matter to 
the contrary notwithstanding.” Unlike its predecessors, this 
statute although declared by the great Lord Mansfield to be only 
declaratory of the common law of England, has furnished an 
abundant crop of cases during the last 300 years to illustrate 
its meaning and dg the necessity for its enactment, and if 
ater 


it had received in times the same liberal construction in 
favour of the creditor as it originally did, its object 
would have been far more completely accomplished. 71 8 


case, 3 Co. Rep., in the 44th of Elizabeth, was the first, and 
has become the leading case upon this statute. It was an in- 
formation filed by Coke, as Attorney-General, in that famous, 
and in many respects useful court of the Star Chamber, which, 
in the next century became the engine of so much oppression, 
and was justly swept away amidst the execrations of the 
people. The facts, as stated by Coke, were as follows:— 
Pierce being indebted to Twyne in £400, and to C. in £200, 
made a deed of gift of all his goods and chattels to Twyne, in 
satisfaction of his debt, notwithstanding that Pearce continued 
in possession of the said goods, and afterwards C., haying 
judgment against Pierce, levied a fi. fa. against such goods, 
but the sheriff was resisted by Twyne and divers persons by 
his commandment, declaring that it was a gift, and made 
on a good and lawful consideration; and whether this gift was 
fraudulent under the statute of Elizabeth was the question, 
and it was resolved by Egerton, the Lord Keeper of the Great 
Seal, and the whole Court of the Star Chamber, that the gift 
was fraudulent within such statute; and the most important 
and weighty reasons assigned by Coke for this decision were— 
lst. That the donor continued in possession and used the 
goods as his own, and by reason thereof traded and trafficked 
with others, and defrauded and deceived them; and 2nd, That 
there was a trust between the parties, for the donor possessed 
all, and used them as his proper goods; and fraud is always 
apparelled and clad with a trust, and trust is the cover of 
fraud: and our great reporter and commentator concludes with 
these significant remarks, “and because fraud and deceit 
abound in these days more than in former times, it was re- 
solved in this case by the whole court that all statutes made 
against fraud should be liberally and beneficially expounded to 
suppress the fraud.” The frauds occasioned by sales and 
mortgages of chattels without change of possession appear to 
have increased in the following reign, and rendered necessaiy 
the Act 21st of Jac. 1, in which is first enacted the wholesome 
doctrine of reputed ownership in cases of bankruptcy, pro- 
viding, in almost the same terms as the modern statutes upon 
the subject, that “goods and chattels left in the possession, 
order, and disposition of a bankrupt by the consent and per- 
mission of the true owner and proprietary, shall be sold and 
disposed of by the commissioners as any other part of the 
bankrupt’s estate.” 

In an old case upon this statute, as to the validity of a con- 
ditional sale or mortgage of chattels without change of posses- 
sion—viz,, that of Ryall v. Roll, reported in 1 Atk.— 
defore Lord Hardwicke, assisted by several of the judges, the 
judgments of the court abound with strictures upon the frauds 
committed by the ion of goods remaining unchange | 
after sale either lute or conditional; and, indeed, the 
opinion of the Court appears clearly to have been, and the 
case was cited auormnne? to that effect, goes “_e “ 
goods without change of possession cannot exist in 
law... The remarks of Lord Hardwicke, at the close of his 
judgment, are well of consideration at the present 
day, when the tendency of the courts is to take the opposite 
side in the argument which he adverts to. His - 
ship observes“ It has been said in this cause that t 
mischief might arise to. trade and credit from ing 
securities of this kind void because it might prevent 
persons from using their credit in trade, and that the 
will not be able to make a security without exposing their 
circumstances to the world, which may hurt their credit. On 
the other side it has been argued that a delusive credit is of 
still more dangerous consequence. _ I will not say but that 
some inconvenience may arise on each part, but I will say that 
very great inconveniences may arise by giving an opp ty 
to people to make such securities and yet appear to the world 
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as if they had the ownership of all these goods of which 
they are in possession when perhaps they have not one shilling 
of the property in them; and further I will venture to say that 
it was the design of the Act of Parliament to prevent this, for 
the Act was made in the simplicity of former times long before 
those large and airy notions of credit prevailed, which have 
since been introduced.” The clear, and it is considered sound, 
views which the Courts on these early cases appear to 
have entertained and expressed as to the liberal in tation 
which should be put upon these statutes in favour of the credi- 
tor were, unfortunately, in later times much modified. In the 
case of Harben v. Edwards, 2 Term. Rep., which was a case 
of absolute sale of without the immediate 
possession, and in w the ju t was delivered by one 
of the most accomplished puisne judges who ever sat on the 
bench—Mr. Justice Buller. After consultation with all the 
judges it was decided that such a sale was a fraud within the 
statute of Elizabeth: and the important doctrine was first 
stated that unless ion accompanies and follows the 
deed it is fraudulent and void, and that if there be only the 
absolute conveyance without the possesion that in point of 
law is fraudulent. This was as might have been expected, 
but Mr. Justice Buller, quoting an old case upon a mort- 
gage of a. term of years, Stone v. Grabham, in 2 Bulst. (a 
manifestly different subject matter to chattels personal), and 
two special cases of settlement, one of them Cadogan v. 
Kennett, 1 Cowp. before Lord Mansfield, where he said “ the 
statutes of Elizabeth cannot receive too liberal a construction 
or be too much extended in cases of fraud,” unfortunately 
went on to state that there were cases when, although the 
possession was not delivered at the time, the conveyance would 
not be fraudulent, if it were consistent with the deed that 
seen should not be immediately taken, but only on the 
ppening of a certain condition. 

The doctrine ofMr. Justice Baller in thie case, unnecessary 
for the decision of the case then before him, which was one of 
absolute sale, was subsequently elaborated, and finally estab- 
lished by the well-known modern leading case of Martindale 
vy. Booth, 3 B. & Ad, That was the case of a mortgage 
or bill of sale of personal chattels to secure an amount made 
up of a past debt, a present advance, and a fatare liability, and 
in which the mortgagor had remained in ion, and an 
execution creditor contested the validity of the deed in con- 
sequence, and it was there held by the full Court of King’s 
Bench, that the want of ion under a bill of sale does 
not necessarily constitute fraud if consistent with the deed— 
that absence of ion was a or evidence of fraud— 
but that the question of frand or no fraud was one for fhe Say i 
and it would appear that the test of fraud prescribed by Mr. 
Justice Buller in Edwards v. Harben, isto the want of pos- 
session being consistent or not with the deed, can be no longer 
relied upon, and that even in the case of an absolute sale the 
absence of possession would not be conclusive evidence of 
fraud. See Cook v. Walker,25 L. J. Martindale v. Booth, 
was decided in 1834, and during the next twenty years the 
frauds committed upon creditors by secret bills of sale 
without any change of ion, appear, as might natu- 
rally have been ex! , to have largely increased, until 
at length in the year 1854, the evil became so great 
that an Act intituled “An Act for Preventing Frauds 
upon Creditors by Secret Bills of Sale of Personal Chattels” 
was and which required all bills of sale of personal 
chattels to be patch rig tom, rd days after execution 
in order to be valid as against assignees or execution creditors, 
in respect of any property comprised therein, and which should, 
at the expiration of such twenty-one daye, be in the possession 
possession of the — making such bill of sale. 


Ba 


property, 

of sale have the power of taking of the property 

such persons to the exclusion of the rest of their creditors.” 
It was at first doubted whether the insertion of the words 
“ assignees in bankruptcy” in the Act would not have the 
effect of controlling the doctrine of reputed ownership as to 
registered bills of sale; but the recent case of Badger v. Shaw, 
in the Qneen’s Bench, arising out of a local bankruptcy de- 
cided that goods comprised in a registered bill of sale, but 
allowed to remain in the or disposition of tie 
debtor until the bankruptcy, will pass to the 
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sequent bankruptcy of the debtor; but this much may be said, 
that the tendency of the recent cases upon the subject (I may 
refer particularly to the well-known case of Bittleston v. Cooke. 
Bell v. Simpson, and the case just reported of Whitmore v. 
Claridge), has been to uphold bills of sale as against assignees 
in ban Lae Caper when given on the eve of bankruptcy, and 
comprising whole of the effects whenover it appears that 
they have been given for a present or a future advance, or 
even ing to the latest decision upon the subject, when 
the consideration has been partly for an antecedent debt. 

The state of the law, therefore, con conditional bills 
of sale so far as relates to the immediate subject of the present 


of | paper—viz., the frauds committed by their instrumentality, 


and the prevention of them is shortly as follows:— 

Ist. As between the assignee under a bill of sale, and the other 
creditors of the debtor, the bill of sale may be made for an 
entirely antecedent debt, and for the express purpose of stop- 
ping a hostile execution, The mortgagor may retain posses- 
sion of the effects, and a creditor who seeks to levy an execu- 
tion upon the goods is compelled to withdraw. 

2nd. As between the ee under a bill of sale and the 
assignees in bankruptcy of the debtor—the bil! of sale may be 

iven on the eve of bankruptcy—may comprise the whole of 
the bankrupt’s effects; may secure an old standing debt accom- 
ied with a mt advance, and if possession be taken the 
before the bankruptcy takes place, the assignment 

1 be valid in the absence of proved fraud, and the 
other creditors will lose their dividends. Of course in each 
case the deed must be registered unless possession be taken 
within twenty-one days after the execution, when registration 
becomes unnecessary, Such being the result of the modern 
ecisions concerning bills of sale, upon those points moreim- 
mediately concerning the subject under we 
will briefly examine into the frauds of which they are thé 
daily occasion, and which it is with great deference considered, 
have been increased and fostered in consequence of the present 
state ot the law upon the subject. And first it may be stated 
generally, and in the lest manner, that the whole system 
of bills of sale is thoroughly rotten, and that it would be well 
for the commercial interests of this if they were en- 
tirely abolished; for, apart from all questions of special and 
gross fraud, it is considered that in a mercantile community 
such as this, with a commerce mainly based upon 
an extensive credit system, it must be productive of the worst 
consequences, that a trader should be enabled to hold himself 
out to the world as the owner of a flourishing stock-in-trade, 
and substantial household effects, and get largely iuto debt on 
the strength of their imaginary , and all the while, 


possession 
‘in the language of Lord Hardwicke, “ not have one shilling of 


the property in them.” Surely, we must agree with him that 
whatever might be the inconveniences of —— restrictions 
upon bills of sale “a elusive credit is of still more dan- 
gerous consequence.” Of course it will be replied by the 
advocates of the present system, if “i there be, that the 
compulsory stration bills of sale has remedied the 
evil which has been alluded to, but it is submitted 
that the Registration of Bills of Sale Act has wholly 
failed to prevent the frauds which it was intended to counter- 
act. It is practically impossibe for every trader who receives 
an order from another trader to search the Bills of Sale 

in London previous to executing it, in order to see if his 
customer’s apparently satisfactory condition, is real or ficti- 
tious. If every trader were to make a practice of visiting 
his solicitor for such a purpose on every fresh transaction, the 
benefit to the would doubtless be considerable, but 
practically we know that it is not done except in a limited 
gee ee ee of trade protection 


The fact, indeed, which must be within the ex of. 
most of those present, and which has been verified by the 
writer from the examination of the Indexes, that bills of 
sale have largely increased since the passing of the Act, is 
conclusive to show how ineffectual the Act has been ‘to re. 
strain tae ion of these fraudulent securities. The ascer- 
tained numbers during the last six years being roughly :— 
7,000 in 1856, 7,500 in 1857, 8,000 in 1858, 8,300 in 
1859, 9000 in 1860, and the extravrdinary number of 9,818 or 
nearly 10,000 in 1861. 


(To be continued.) 
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LOCAL TAXATION AND, REAL PROPERTY. 

At the recent ing of the British Association. for 
the Advancement of Science, Mr. Frederick Purdy tead 
a paper on “Local ‘Taxation and Real Property.” He 
endeavoured to give a complete statement of the sum now 
annually raised in the United Kingdom as local taxes, dis- 
criminating the portion of the charge which is borne by real 
property from that imcident upon other descriptions, He 
observed that, as regards England and hpi ye most impor- 
tant of t the local taxes is the poor rate, whi after deducting 
the amount. collected with it as county, borough, and police 
rates, leaves, according to the latest returns, £5,996,000, and 
which is chiefly applicable to the relief of the poor; county, 
borough, and police rates, £1,925,000; borough rates, raised 
separately and in addition, £312, 000; ; highway rates, £2,066,000 
Church rates in 1861 amounted to "£233,000; rates under the 
Metropolis Local Management Acts, £788,000; Metropolis 
Main Drainage, £161,000 ; burial board rates, £103,700, 
local boards, £851,000; these, with five ye six smaller rates, 
constitate an aggregate of £12,582,000, ch ble on real 
property.- The rates incident upon other descriptions of 
property are, turnpike tolls, £1,126,000; harbours, £1,201,000; 
and Trinity House dues, £288,000; total, £2 615,000. Mr. 
Purdy thought that in some respects the returns were defective, 
but they showed that £15,197,000 had been raised in one year 
for local purposes.. In -regard to Scotland, the poor-rate is 
£629,000; prison assessment, £36,000; turnpike tolls, 
£233,000 ; northern lights, £60,000 ; these, with a few other 
rates, give'a total of £1,036,000. Then, with respect to Ire- 
land, the poor-rate and. medical charities.are £689,000 ; the 
grand jury presentments, £1,035,000 ; Dublin police, £38,000; 
and Dublin Ballast Board, £47,000 ; "total, £1,779,000. The 
grand total of local taxation for the United’ Kingdom i is, there- 
fore, £18,012,000. Of this amount £15,056,000 is a tax upon 
real property. Besides this charge it is estimated that, in one 
shape or the other, real. property pays to the Imperial exche- 
quer every year £9,450,000. Now, the annual value of real 
property is £131 {680,000 ; upon that sum the local taxation is 
equal to 2s, 33d, in the pound, the Imperial taxation ls. 53d. ; 
together, 3s. 8§d. Mr. Purdy observed thut the local taxation 
was as necessary to the maintenance of the kingdom as the 
Imperial revenue ; that five-sixths of the local taxation is paid 
out of real property, and that the schemes mooted for a re-ad- 
justment of the Income and Property Tax would have the 
effect, if carried into practice, of placing an additional load 
upon a description of property already overburdened. 





Law Students’ Journal, 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Micuartmas Term EXAMINATIONS. 


The examiners appointed for the examination of persons ap- 
plying to be admitted attorneys have appointed Wednesday tho 
12th and Thursday the 13th of November, at half-past nine 
in the forenoon, at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, fn 
Chancery-lane, .for their examination. The examination will 
commence at ten o’clock ly, and close at four o'clock 
each day. 

On the first day of examination papers will be delivered to 
each candidate, containing questions to be answered in writing, 
classed under the several heads of—1. Preliminary, 2. Com- 
mon and Statute Law, aud Practice of the Courts. 3. Convey- 
ancing. 

On the second day further papers will be delivered to each 
candidate, containing questions to be answered in—4. Equity, 
and Practice of the Courts. 5, Bankruptcy, and Practice of 
the Courts. 6. Criminal Law, and Proceedings before Justices 
of the Peace. ‘ 

Each candidate is required-to answer all the preliminary 
questions (No, 1); and also to answer in three of the other 

heads of inquiry—viz., Common Law, Conveyancing, and 
Equity. ‘The examiners will continue the practice of proposing 
questions in Bankruptcy and in Criminal Law and Proceedings 
before Justices of the Peace, in order that candidates who have 
given their attention to these subjects may have the advantage 
of answering such questions, and having the correctness of their 
answers in those departments — into consideration in sum- 
ming up the merit of their general examination. 


Lxcrunss, 1862-63. 
Three courses of lectures will be delivered in the Hall of the 








Society on Monday and Friday’ Evenings in the months of 
November, December, January, February, and March next, at 
eight o'clock precisely. 
Equity Lectures, by Tuomas Henry Happan, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. 
On Equities, or Equitable Rights and Interests. 

" Introductory statement of the subject.—Origin of the 

equitable jurisdiction, and of its a) Re pus to the 

rights of proderty.—Legal and equitable ownership. 
Of ~~ creation of equitable interests, 
By parol—without writing. 


-_ 


3. . - By writing. 
.. ae By implication or construction of ion, 
uities on purchase for value. 
1. On the purchase contract. 
5... . » « 2 On conveyance in name of a stranger. 
3. Sa ee 
6. » im ° Equities aie a incomplete wiiieine 
conveyance, 
Wis fein Ae Tuition om, donlings sesrunting to Fraud. 
Mg s px " expectancies, &c. 
8. Of the transfer of equitable intemnetn, and of equitable 
assignments generally. 
9. Of equitable estates, their cnlemnte legal estates, and 
their incidents 
10. Of equities of emption. 


11. Of equitable mortgages, equitable liens, and equitable 
contracts generally. 
12. oF, pgeitanle remedies, or the mode of enforcing equitable 
ghts. 

The numerals indicate in each case the probable number of 
the lecture which will treat of the division of the subject to 
which the numeral is attached. 

Ehe text-books principally referred to will be Lewin on 
Trusts (4th edit.); Hill on Trustees; Storey'’s Equity Juris- 
prudence; Spence’s Equity Jurisdiction. 


Common Law axp Mercantite Law Lecrores, by WILLIAM 
Murrar, Esq., ~at- Law. ‘ 

1 to 4, The law of evidence. 

I. General rules of the law of evidence. 

II. Persons competent to give evidence. 
III. Questions which may be put to witnesses. 
IV. Documentary evidence. 

5 to 8. The law of marine insurance. 

I. Form and nature of the contract of marine 
insurance, and parties who may insure aad 
be insured, 

II. What may be insured. 

Ill. Results of the contract. 
IV. Proceedings on the contract. 

9. Fire and life insurance. 

10.to 12. The law of inland carriers. 

I. As it existed at common law. 

Il. As it has been modified by statute. : 

The several subjects will be treated, as near as may be, i in 
the foregoing order; and in connection ‘with them the following 
books and statutes may be egrar :—Taylor on ers 4 
Arnold on Marine Smith’s Leading Cases, vol 
(Godsall y, Boldero); Chitty ‘aoa Temple on Carriers; ‘The 
Carriers’ Act (11 Geo. 4, and 1 Will. 4, c. 68); and the Rail- 
way and Canal Traffic Act, 1859 (17 & 18. Vict. ¢. 31). 


Conveyancine Lecrures, by Montacus Hugues Cookson, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

1. Introduetory.—Land as distinguished from stock.—Difii- 
culties attending the transfer of the former.—The Land 
Transfer Act of last session. 

2. The several estates, interests, and forms of assurance 
known to the law, and herein of uses, powers, and 
trusts, 

3. The contract for.sale; its requisites, 

I, By the principles of the common law, 
II, By statute. 

4. The particulars and conditions of ale; preparation of 
abstract, and completion of purchase of freeholds. 

5. eo same pe ys pos v& 
ortgages, uita 

2 —" and pra # for incumbrances. 


®. Marriage setedienke df personal property. 
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10. Marriage settlements of real property. 
11. Voluntary settlements. 
12. Wills and codicils. 
The above arrangement will be adhered to as far as time 
and circumstances permit. Any of the ordinary conveyancing 
text-books may be read in connexion with the lectures. 





Mr. Montague Hucues Cookson, on Conveyancing, Mon- 
day, November 10. : 

Mr. Tuomas Henry Happan, on Equity, Friday, Novem 
ber 14. 








Admission of Attorneys. 


Queen's Bench, 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Michaelmas Term, 1862. 
[The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
| articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 
Busn, Joun.—W. C. Gill, Bath. . 
BREDEN, MatTHEw.—William Neal, Old Broad-stree 
Cory, Joun.—S. B. Cory, Great Yarmouth. 
Davies, Wrtuiam Henry.—Henry Davies, Weston-super- 
Mare. 
Drang, Henry.—Henry Footner, Andover. 
Eu.is, Luorp.—David Hughes, Gresham-street, City; William 
Stevens, Queen-street, City. 
Evans, Epwarp Luscompe.—William Joseph Little, Devon- 
rt. 
tileem, Georce WueaTLey.— William Harris, Rugby; John 
R. Brown, Nottingham, 
Houeues, Jony.—C. L. Hughes, Lincoln. 
Macponatp, James Wittiam.—W. 8. P. Hughes, Worcester; 
R. Gamlen, Gray’s-inn. 
MartinpAce, Henry Frank.—Frederick Grain, Cambridge. 
Newson, Jos—EPpH.—Thomas Newbon, Doctor’s-commons. 
Parker, Witt1amM SEaRLE.—H. Parker, jun., 17 Bedford-row. 
Poo.e, Joun.—Thomas Woodburne, Ulverstone. 
Storey, WALTER.—A. C. Foster, Halifax. 
Swann, Joun.—Sydney Gedge, Storey’s-gate, Westminster. 


Last day of Michaelmas Term, 1862. 

ApranaM, Rospert James.—William Geare, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. , 

BarnarD, Joseph Grorce.—George Edmunds Williams, 
Cheltenham. 

Bennett, NormaN.— William Bennett, Chapel-en-le-Frith. 

Best, Wit11amM.—James Ralfe, Winchester. 

Baker, Moytacue Srencer.—Edgar Blaker, Lewes. 

Bopiti, JoserH.—Horatio Southall, Birmingham. 

Borton, Huecu (Judge’s Order).—Edward J. Filder, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn; T. Downing, Redruth. 

Bonn, Joseru Joun.—Stephen Adcock, Cambridge. 

Cronix, ALFRED CHARLES—Frederick Maples, Frederick’s- 
place, Old Jewry. 

KruceEr, Henry James.—Charles Fiddey, Inner Temple; 
Charles Bevan, Bristol. 

Luorp, Jouy.—Henry E. Norton, Victoria-street, Westmin- 
ster. 

Minster, AntHur.—Robert H. Minster, Coventry. 

SzaLy, Cuaries Georce.—Edward W. Seale, jun, Leicester- 


square. 

Swirt, Hersert Henry.— James Blenkinsop, 32, Great 
George-street. 

TanpyY, Freperick.—Arthur Ryland, Birmingham; Thomas 
B. Howard, Dudley. 

Wesster, Hexry.—Thomas Price, Abchurch Lane. 

Wuatiey, Tuomas.—George L. Whatley, Mitchel Deane. 

Woop, Humrurey.—Humphrey Wi , Strood, Kent; 
Fearon & Clabon, Great George-street. 

Woopuams, Danie, Tuomas.—James Joseph Blake, King 
William-street, City. 
See ante, vol. 6, p. 867, for other portion of this list. 

APPLICATION FOR READMISSION, 
Last day of Hilary Term, 1863. 

Sewell, Robert Burleigh, 32 Cambridge-street, Hyde Park ; 

and Bonchurch, Isle of Wight. 


APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR RENEW CER- 
TIFICATES. 
November 26, 1862, 
Alcock, Joseph Locker, 42 Blenbeim-street,Chelses. 





Allen, George Peter, 29 Canonbury-square. 

Andrews, Thomas, Hullard Hall, Old Trafford, near Man- 
chester. 

Baker, Thomas Matthias, Ryde; and Wetheridge, Devon. 

Bird, George Adam, Claines, Worcester; and Kidderminster. 

Blake, Francis, Putney. 

Briggs, Frederick, 6 Margaret’s-place, Lower Bland-strect, . 
Dover-road. 

Brown, Henry Darell, 11 Connaught-terrace, Edgware-road; 
10 North Audley-street; and Richmond. 

Condy, George Thomas, Trafalgar-street, Brompton. 

Cowley, George Molini, Nottingham. 

Crosse, Thomas Neufville, 24 Welbeck-street; Fredericksberg, 
North America; and 4 Holles-street. 

Daniel, George Alfred (Judge’s Order), Frome; and 17 
Clement’s Inn. 

Ellerton, John, Westmoreland Place, Westbourne Grove. 

Ford, Wharton, 8 Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 

Goode, William Henry, Carmarthen. 

Hawkins, Frederick Charles, 2 New Boswell-ct., Lincoln's 
Inn; & Clapham. 

Hill, Walter Guy, Monmouth. 

Holt, William Edward, 12 Great Marlborough-street; Syden- 
ham; and Forest Hill. 

Hulbert, Henry Vernon, Devizes. 

Hunter, John, 3 New Ormond-st., New Cross; & 6 Feather- 
stone-bldgs [Common Pleas. ] 

Jenkyn, Osborn Augustus, Stevenage, Hertfort; and Elgin, 
Scotland. 

Lander, George Moseley, 2 St. Paul’s-crescent, Camden Town. 

Lawley, Frederick, Walsham-le-Willows, Suffolk. 

Matthews, Charles Miles, 11 Wharton-street, Lloyd-sqnare, 

Morton, James, Cirencester. 

Moss, Alfred, Lyndhurst-road, Peckham. 

Nevett, Francis, Shrewsbury. 

Notley, John, 9 Porteus-terrace, Maida-hill. 

Paget, Thomas Edmund, Liverpool. 

Peacopp, Edmund, 33 Holford-square, Pentonville; 7 Harpur- 
street, Red Lion-sqnare; and Mortlake, Surrey. 

Richardson, Robert, Bradford; Yorkshire; and Jersey. 

Ruck, Adam Joseph, Sittingbourne, Kent. 

Ryan, Arthur Compton, 2 Whitehead’s-grové, Upper Chelsea. 

Sanderson, William Barker, Emscote, Warwickshire. 

Stapleton, John, 7 Elm-place, Brompton. 

Stokes, John William Noble, Manchester. 

Stow, Ambrose, Little Missenden, Bucks. 

Strong, William, 2 William-street, Caledonian-road; and 42 
Bingfield-street, Caledonian-road. 

Squire, Edmund Bernard, Upper-terrace, Hampstead; and 
Downshire-hill. 

Utton, Charles Philip, 56 Hanover.street, Pimlico; 9 Stanley- 
place, Pimlico; 6 Moreton-terrace, Pimlico; 107 Cambridge- 
terrace, Pimlico, 

Wutson, Henry, jun., 22 Lincolns-inn-fields. 

Wingate, Geo. Leadbeter, 2 St. Mildred’s-ct., City, and Stock- 
well, Surrey. 
oodhouse, Joseph Carpenter, Frome, Somerset. 








Public Companies, 
MEETINGS. 
Queex Assurance Company, LiVERPOoL, 


At the recent annual meeting of this company, interest at 
the rate of £5 per cent. was declared upon the paid-up capital 
of the company. 


* Samprt AND Metst Raitway. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
Sst ult., a dividend of 2s. 6d. per share was declared for the 
past half-year, 





Projected Companies. 


Nova Scotra Lanp axp Gotp CrusHina AND AMtataa- 
MATING Company (LIMITED), 
Capital, £100,000, in 50,000 shares of £2 each. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Vallance & Vallance, 20, Essex-street, Strand. 
This company is formed for the purpose of providing 


machinery for crushing quartz obtained by miners in Nova 
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Scotia, upon the ordinary terms of the miners allowing the 
company a fixed Boren hy of gold obtained, or a fixed pay- 
ment per ton for the trouble and cost of extracting it. 


Tue ArrateD Breap Company (LimiTED). 
Capital £500,000 in 50,000 shares of £10 each. aoe ain 
Messrs, Wilson, Bristows, & Carpmael, 1, Copthall-buildi 
The prospectus of this company has been issued. The 
company is formed for the purpose of supplying London with 
pure bread, to be made according to Dr. Daugtish’s patents, 


Tue ENGLISH AND Intsu Bank (Lim1TED). 

Capital, Two Millions, in shares of £100 each. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Howard, Dollman, & Lowther, 141, Fenchurch-street. 

This company has been formed for the purpose of aflording 
additional banking accommodation to the trading communities 
in the principal cities of Great. Britain and Ireland. The 
management of the company’s affairs is to be vested in a 
London board. The company is to be incorporated under the 
Companies Act, 1862, 


THE SOVEREIGN GOLD Mininc Company (Liw1Tep). 


Capita], £50,000, in 50,000 shares of £1 each. 

This company is formed to purchase and work for gold, an 
extensive mineral property in North Wales, near Dolgelly. 
Solicitor, Mr. D, P. Hindley, 10, Old Jewry-chambers. 


Union Bank oF ENGLAND AND FRANCE (LimirED), 
Capital, One Million, in 10,000 shares of £100 each, with 
wer to increase. 

This bank has been established to meet the demand for in- 
creased banking facilities created by the rapid extension of 
commerce between England and France since the commercial 
treaty. By an Imperial decree of the 21st of May last limited 
liability companies “ formed in England ” according to English 
law, are endowed with a legal existence in France, and when 
managed in England preserve in France the security of a 
limited liability. It is proposed to buy up the business of a 
company which was established in Paris some months ago for 
the purpose of introducing the English banking system into 
France, and whose operations have been very successful, It 
stated that the whole of the capital of the new company has 
been subscribed. 








Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 


BIRTHS. 
LUND—On Oct. 30, at Clifton, the wife of Henry Lund, Esq., barrister- 
at-law, of Lincon's-inn, of a daughter. 
SHAEN—On Oct. 30, at the Red House, ¢ SR Hill, the wife of William 
Shaen, Esq., of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


M‘'GACHEN—THOMPSON—On Oct. 15, at Berlin, Canada West, J. Fre- 
deric Stewart MacGachen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Waterloo, in the 
same county, to Charlotte Louisa, eldest. daughter of J. Thompson, 
Esq., of Arthur, county Wellingtoa, C.W. 

MARDALL—HIEBONE—On Oct. 30, at Kensingtin, Mr.Whitley Mardall, 
solicitor, to Selina Hiebone, third daughter of W. H. Hiebone, Esq., 
Colonnade House, Brighton. 

SWABEY—KOE—On Nov. 5, at Kingston-on-Thames, the Rev. Henry 
Swabey, curate of St. Martin-in-the-fields, to Annie Rose, daughter 
of the late John Herbert Koe, Esq., Q.C. 

Maen ym mage Oct, 30 at Colchester, aries Pennell ee 

be, Esq., Solicitor, of Colchester, to Mary Elizabeth, only child 
of John Joel, Esq., surgeon, of the same town. 


DEATH. 

GREEN—On Oct. 29, at 22, Upper Wimpole-st., Thomas Green, of Wilby 
and Athelington, in the county of Suffolk, Esq., of the Inner Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law. 

BROWN—On Nov. 2, at No. 3, Leighton Villas, Tuffnell-park West, 
Charles William Brown Esq., of Mitre-court-chambers, Temple, aged 31. 
ELD—On Oct 81, George Ventris aie Esq., of Mansion House, Finchley, 
and Ely-place, Holborn, solici 

PATTISON—On Nov. 5, at No. is, Boundary-rd., St. John's-wood, Edith 
wot anager aged bo _— and two weeks, only daughter of Henry John 

Pattison, Solici 








Estate Exchange Report. 


AT THE MART. 
By Mr. Mansu. 
Leasehold, two residences, Nos. 7 and 8, Lancaster-place, Camden Town; 
let at i 16 18s.; term expiring 1889 ; ground-rent, £32—Sold for £510. 
Leasehold residence, No. 6, Lancaster-place; let at £30, free of ground 
rent—Sold for £240, 
Leasehold similar house, No, 5, Lancaster-place—Sold for £240. 
Leasehold similar house, No. 4, Lancaster-place—Sold for £245. 
pmere similar house, No. 3, Lancaster-place—Sold for £246. 
. old two similar houses, Nos. 1 and 2; let at £104—Sold for £460. 





Freehold house, No. 19, Warren-street, id for £1,170. 


for £60. 
Ape for £1,000 in the Equitable Assurance Office on a life of 63—Sold 


By Messrs. Nortrox, Hoccanrt, & Tats. 
Freehold property, known as “ Chitt’s Hill,” on the high road to South- 
See , stabling, &c., and 4ta ir 12p of land—Sold 
for 
ah mys yo elames peace iscoa of the above property— 
id for 
Leasehold ground-rent of £21 13s. per annum; term will expire 1885—~ 


Sold for £500. 
AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Leasehold, “ Biue Anchor Public-house,” Chancery-lane—Sold for £4,800. 


LANDED ESTATES COURT, IRELAND. 
(Before the Hon. Judge Lonertenp.)* 
COUNTY MONAGHAN. 

Lot 3—Lands of Carrickagarvan, containing 
lives renewable for ever; profit rent, £118. 
£2,800. Mr. Wright, solicitor. 

COUNTY TIPPERARY. ’ 
Estate of Wm. Robert Fitzgerald, Owner and Petitioner. 

Lots 1, 2, and 4, were adjourned. Lot 3—Lands called the Island, con- 
taining 3440., held in fee ; profit rent, £459. Mr. Lysaght purchased ( (in 
trust) at £9,700. Lot 5—Part of lands of Mohobber, 545a., 
held under lease for lives ; profit rent, £360. Mr. Lysaght purchased (in 
trust) for £7,200. Lot 6—Fes-farm rent of £67 4s, 2d., eapenin out ot 
the lands of Mohobber, containing 5383. Sold to Mr. Lysaght (in trust) 
at £1,400. Mr. Vincent, solicitor. 





185a., held under lease for 
purchased 


Mr. Swanzy for 








London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
Tusspary, Nov. 4, 1862. 


Hollier, Hen Jno, and Jno Robeson _— Aberdare, Attorneys and Soli- 
citors. By mutual consent, March 25 


GBindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faway, Oct. 31, 1862. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Rotherithe Co-operatives and Industrial Society.—Pet for winding-up, 
presented Oct 25, to be heard before the Master of the; Rolls, on Nov 28. 
Hawks & Willmott, High-st, Southwark. 


ToEspay, Oct 28, 1862. 
UNtimirep in CHANCERY. 


Defender Fire and Life Insurance Company.—The Master ‘of the Rolls 
will proceed on Nov 18 to settle the list of contributories of this com- 


pany. 
Luontep mt Barxkrvuptcr. 

Australian Auxiliary Steam aad Company, Limited.—Order to wind 
up, Oct 24. Com Fonblanque. 

Economic — Company, Limited .—Petition to wind up presented Oct 
30. Rogers- 

Moseley Green Cval and Coke Company, Limited.— Order to wind up Oct 
30. Graham, Coleman-st, appointed Official Liquidator. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fatwar, Oct. 31, 1862. 
Bamford, Jas, Milk-st, London, Stationer. Jan 1. 
Harrison, Christopher, Ripon, Esq. Dec 26. Richardson, Bridlington, 
Johason, Wm, Vere-st, Clare-mrkt, Midx, Builder. Dec 1. 
Southampton-bl 
Leak, Eliza Maria Martin, Coggeshall, Widow. Dec 3!. Baker, Crosby-sq. 
Morton, Thos, Elton, Hunts. Nov 30. Lawrance. a 
Miagey, — Sra near Rochdale, Grocer. Jan 1. Holgate & 
Roberts, Roch 
& Copeman, Lpool. 


Patrickson, W: —— Victualler. Jan. Snowball 

Russell, Jos, Dawiey, Salop, Mercer. Jan 30. Phillips, Shiffnall. 

Simms, Wm, Fileet-st, London, Optician. Jan 30. West & King, Char- 
lotte-row, Po. ~ gy 

Williams, John, Lpool, Blacksmith. Jan }. Snowball & Copeman, Lpool 

Wood, Jas, Harrow-rd, Midx, Wheelwright. Dec 15. Burgoyne & Co., 
Oxford-st. 


TurspaY, Nov. 4 1862. 
Bennett, Sam, Bath,-Tea Dealer, Jan 15, -Sturmey, Bath, 
be James, Watford, and Lincoin’s-inn-fields, Esq. Jan 1. 
Williams, Lincoln’s-inn-fieids. 
Ladbury, Chas, Hockley, Birm, Gent. Dec 1. Baker, Birm, 
nau, Dad agin Deer Fey hare. 
ao — wi. rr. 
- e| a Foes — hae Dingwall, Big nang en 
i. as, 


Creditors ier Estates in Chancery. 


Currie & 


ees st Cole, Princes-rd, Notting-hill, Esq. In re John Cole Bennett. 
— Rbt stag Thy , Gloster-st, South Belgravia, Merchant. Peat v. 
Harrison. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 


Farmar, Oct. 31, 1862. 
Reynolds, John Jas, Strand, Midx, Hatter. Oct 3. Marsden, Walbrook 
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TorsDaY, Nov. 4, 1862. 
Taylor, Hy Jos, Exeter, Leather Cutter. Oct 8 Maraden, Walbrook, 


Breeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripar, Oct. 31, 1862. 
Aitchison, Rbrt Ker, Camberwell, Builder. Oct 3. Assnmnt. Reg Oct. 31’ 


Ashby, Pony: Bugbrook, Northampton, Timber Dealer. Oct 10. Comp. 
Reg Oct 30. 
ery Wm, Upper Seymour-st, Euston-sq, Tailor. Oct!. Comp. Reg 


Blake, vm Hunter Selby, Portsea, Draper. Oct 2. Assnmnt. Reg Oct 29. 
Booth, Wm, Shudehill, Manc, Reed Maker. Oct 8. Asnmnt. Reg Oct 28. 
— Jno Alex, ‘Closewood, Hants, Farmer. Oct 11. Conv. me 
Oct 

Coulton. Hy, Manc, Registrar of Marriages. Oct 7. Assnmnt. Reg Oct 27. 
Dupré, Ferdinand, Manc, M.D. Oct 6. Assnmnt. Reg Oct 28. 
Frankish, Jno, Winterton, Linc, Farmer. Oct 3. Conv. 
Halme, Jno Hughes, Norwich, Chemist. Oct 22. 
Hutton, Jno, Bolsover, Derby, Innkeeper. Oct 6, 
Kay, Geo, & Wm Kelly Cornish, Cardiff. Oct 3. Comp. Reg Oct 30. 
Lite, J Jno,& Wm Walsh, Manc, Warehouseman, Oct 17. Cony. 


eae Wm, Ardwick. Mane. Oct 7. Cony. Reg Oct 2! 
—_ Rev. Jno Paul, Sheerness, Chaplain, R.N. Oct 2. "Arrangt. Reg 
30. 
Pepler, Jas, & Joshua Stephen Pepler, Bristol, Flour Factors. Oct 18. 
Assnmnt. Reg Oct 30. 

Robinson, Thos. Lindsay. , Preston, Engineer. Oct 3. Assnmnt, Reg Oct 30. 
Salvage, Thos, Brighton, Carver,&c Oct 20. Cony. Reg Oct 30. 
Shaw, Jno, Fottingham, Jeweller. Oct 18. Assnmnt. Reg Oct 28, 
Smith, Hy, Gosport, Grocer. Oct 13. Comp. Reg Oct 29. 
Summers, Thos, —y ester seat Midx, Wine Merchant. 


Oct 28. 
Comp. Reg Oc 
Teague, Rd, dincer, Worcester, Bnilder. Oct 20. Conv. Reg Oct 31, 
Tink, Rebecca Parnall, East Stonehouse, Stay Maker. Oct 8. Conv. Reg 


Oct 29. 
Walmsley, Rbrt, Les near Todmorden, Cotton Manufacturer. 
30. Conv. Reg Oc’ 
Wilkinson, Wm, frde, Ghcaedt, Ciriise: Oct 8. Assnmrt. 
Williams, Evan, Cardiff, Innkeeper. Sept 30. Conv. 


Tvespay, Nov. 4, 1862. 


Acfield, Wm, Surbiton, Surrey, Chemist. Oct 18. Assnmnt. Reg Oct 30. 

Adey, David Archer, Tipton, Grocez, Oct 14. Assnmat. Reg Nov 3. 

Andrews, Jno Stanley, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Glass and China Dealer. 
Oct 6. Conv, Reg Nov 3, 

Derietie Thos Barrett, Maddox-st, Middx, Tailor, Oct 11. Conv Reg 
Oct 31. 

Bensley, Peter Jas, Lowestoft, Baker. Oct 7. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 1. 

Beeton, ‘Hy F arey, Moreton-ter, Kentish Town, Baker. Oct 10. Assnmnt. 
Reg Nov 

Clarke, Fay’ Culcheth, near Warrington, Builder. Oct 30. Assnmnt. 
Reg Nov 3 

Coldrey, Alfred, & Chas A piney 15 Finsbury-pavement, Importers. Sept 


Comp. Reg Oct 30. 
Cowan, Thos, spelen and Barnsley, Draper. Oct 4. Assnmnt. Reg’ 
Nov 
Oct 7. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 4. 


Sept 


Reg Oct 30. 
Reg Oct 28. 


Calne nm Studham, Herts, Farmer. 

Harris, Moses, Rotherham, geet Bes’ 7. Conv. ey Sa ~e 4 3. 

Lindley, Chas, Manc, Stationer. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 

M’Donald, Thos, King’ 's Heath, Bi, Gon Oct 4. Asenmnt. tee Novl. 

Peaty, Hy, Bristol, Commission Ageut. Oct7. Conv. Nov 8, 

Pickles, Jas, Bradford, Mattress Maker. Oct 29. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 3. 

Pittar, Sml Jno, Regent-st, Umbrella Maker, Oct 11, Comp. Reg. Oct 31. 

ae ey de & Wm Taylor, Blackburn, Drapers. OctI3. Assnmnt, 
Reg Nov 4 

Salmon, Jane, Birm, Dealer in Hatdware. Oct 10. Assnmnt. Reg Oct 31. 

Schofield, Jas, & Wm Cookson, Oldham, Mill Proprietors. Oct 8. 
Assmnt. Reg Nov 4. 

Spencer, Jas, Ormskirk, Brewer, Oct9. Assnmnt. Reg Nov 1. 

ry a Robrt, Lammaston, Pembroke, Farmer. Oct 4. Conv. Reg 


ree ‘thos. Wm., Hereford, Grocer. Oct 24. Conv. Reg Nov 3. 
Came Wm. G. 5, 80 Fleet-street, Printer. Nov 1. Assmnt. 

ov 
Whitewood, Isaac, Bristol, Baker. Oct 4. Convynce. Reg Nov 1. 
Wood, Hy, Newport, Monmouth, Tailor. Oct4. Assmnt. Reg Oct. 13. 


Bankrupis. 
Farwar, Oct. 31, 1862. 
To Surrender in London. 

Ashling, Rbt, Dorset-pl. Old poet ak pe. Traveller. Pet Oct 28 (for pau). 
Nov 18 at 12. Aldridge, Moor; 

Baker, Hy Rhd, Rawstone-st, Clerkenwell, Watch Jeweller, Pet Oct 27. 
Nov 18 atll. Drake, Gresham-st. 

Barnard, Thos, ser hang -st, Grosvenor-sq, Court Milliner. Pet Oct 29. Nov 
1sati. Peverley, Coleman-st. 

roe Fredk Joshua, Litehfeld-st, Soho, Coal Dealer. Pet Oct 28. Nov 18 
at 2. 5 x-st. 

Keekham, Stanley-st, Pimlico, Retired Lt-Col. Pet Oct 29 (for pau). 
Nov 18 ati. heey a be ee tea 

Brown, Geo, Princes-s , Marine Store Dealer. Pet Oct 28. 
Nov 15 at 11.20. by lhl meat 's-inn-fields-chambers. 

Brown, Hen, Devon’s-rd, Bromiley, Lighterman. fet Oct 30. Nov 18 at 
2. Gibbs & Tucker, Lothbury. 

Cartwright, Jos, 48 Bow-lanc, City, Better. Pet Oct 27 (for pan). Nov 
i5atil. Aldridge, Moorgate st. 

Dorward, Andw Jno, Moreton-ter, Kentish' Town, Baker. Pet Oct 28. 
Nov 15 at 10.30. Marshall, Basinghall-st. 

Evans, Thos Daimond, Westbuorne-grove, Auctioneer. Pet Oct 28. Nov 
i5atil. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Hale, Wm, Bridge-st, Southwark, Carman. Pe. Oct 29. Nov 15 at 12, 
Reed & Heed, Guildhal!l-chambets. 

Hawthorne, Jno, Wormwood-st, Bishopsgate-st, Tailor. Pet Oct 27. 
Nov 15 at 10.30. Drew, New Basinghall-st. 





Horsley, Thos, Bromley, Midx, Carpenter. Pet Oct 97. Nov 18 at 11. 


Marshall & Son, my, a 

Johnson, Jno, » Camberwell, Colour Maker. Pet Oct 28 (for 
pau). Nov 15 at 130” Aldridge, Moorgate-st, 

Joseph, Solmn, Sams’ Coffee-honse, Agate, V ey Pet Oct 25 (for 
pau), Nov 15 atll. Aldridge, Moorgate-s 

Krauchy, Joan, Regent-st, Wine Merchant. Pet Set 21. Nov I8 atl. 
Keighiey & Gething, Ironmonger-lane. 

Lioyd, David Jas, Albert-pl, Peckham, Merchant's Clerk. Pet Oct 28, 
®- ov 18 at 12. May & Son, Spitalfields. 

Pet Oct 30. Nov V4 at 2. 


Machin, Jno, Denmark-grove, Barnsbury. 
Lewis & Sons, Wilmington-sq. 
Michelson, Hy, Harrison’s-bidgs, Whitechapel, Trimming Seller. Pet 
Oct 29. Nov 18 at 1. Edwards, St Swithin’s-lane. 
Pimm, Thos, Eynsham, Oxford, Baker. Pet Oct 30. Nov 14 at 1.30. Sole 
& Co, Aldermanbury. 
Harrison & 


Potter, Jno, — Builder. Oct 29. Nov 15 at 12. 
eee nah ney 
Thos. King’s: td, Chelsea, ‘saad Manufacturer. Pet Oct 27. 


Nov 18 at 2. aA ht, eer. Jan 

Rust, Charles, ondsey, phopan. Pet Oct 29. Nov 18 atl. 
Dubois, Colem: 

Sherring, Hy ‘fon, Blackfriars-rd, Grocer. j, Pet Oct 28. Nov 18. 
at 2. shall & Son I Son, Hatton-garden. 

Smith, Wm, York-ter, Bermondsey, Flour Factor. Tet Oct 27. Nov 15 
at ll, Hughes, Woolwich. 
Spyer, Sydney Jno, Chichester-st, Hyde-park, formerly Solicitor. Pet 
Oct 28 (for pau). Nov 18 at 12. Aldridge & Bromiley, Moorgute-st. 
Steane, Benj, Chapel-st, Somers-town, Boot and Shoe Deoler. Pet Oct 
3%. Nov i8 atl. Silvester, Great Dover-st. 

Tonge, Geo Rbt, Evelyn-st, Deptford, Kent, Grocer. Pet Oct 29. Nov 
Dal at 12. Ody, Trinity-st, Borough. 

Wagstaff, Jno, Spitalfiel is, Corn Dealer. Pet Oct 28 (for pau). Nov 15 
atll.30. Aldridge, Moorgate-st, 

wooo Jno, Talbot-ter, Notting-hill, Tailor. Pet Oct 28. Nov 14 at 

Earle, Bedford-row 

Welling, Moses, Cheapside, Merchant. Pet Oct 27, Nov 18 at ll. Link- 
laters, Walbrook. 

eg = Bridge-ter, roa Milkman. Pet Oct 24, Wov 18 at 

Hempson, Connaught-ter 

Yeldham, David, Fulham, Brewer. Pet Oct 29. Nov 15 at 11.30. Peek 

& Downing, Basinghall-st. 
To Surreuder in the Country. 

Bailey, Jno Geo, Bristol, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Pet Oct 27. Bristol, 
Nov 14 at ll. Clifton, Bristol. 

sy Sam], Coventry, Victualler, Pet Oct 28. Coventry, Nov 17 at 
3. Minster & Son, Coventry. 

Bell, Jno Hammond, Ashton Old-rd, Mane, Victualler. Pet Oct 27. Manc, 
Nov 24 at 9.30. Eltoft, Manc. ; 

Bewley, Edw, Carlisle, . Pet Oct 23. Carlisle, Nov 20 at 11. 
Wannop, Carlisle. 

Bradford, Nov 


Brook, 4 Bradford, Commission Agent. Pet Oct 23. 
20 at 10.30. Dawson, Bradford. 

Bury, Jno, beg ewer Bookseller. Pet Oct 15. 
ll. Joyce, N 

Cartwright, stag “Shel, "Steel Roller. Pet Oct 22. Leeds, Nov 17 at 10, 
Unwin, Shef. 

Challacombe, Rhd, Oystermouth, Glamorgan, Sail Maker. Pet Oct 27. 
Swansea, 44 17 at 12. Morris, Swansea 

Clark, Birm, Milliner. Pet Uct 21. Birm, Novl7 at 12. James & 


Clarke, Jno, Newnham, Precess Server. Pet Oct 24. 


at 12. Wilkes, Gloucester. 
Corbett, Wm, Droylesden, Manc, Beerseller. Pet Oct 30. Ashton-under- 
Lyne, Nov 13 at 12. Swan, Mane. 


were Shef, Cutlery Caster. Pet Oct 29. Shef, Nov19‘at2. Patti- 


son, 4 

Cram, Geo, Sunderland, Builder. Pet Oct 24. Sunderland, Nov 25 at 1. 
Young, Sunderland. 

Deller, Hen Thos, Exbury, Hants, Farmer. Pet Oct 18. Winchester, 
Nov 19 at 12. gem , Southm: 

Evans, Wm, New Milford, Been Pet Oct 27. Bristol, Nov 14 at 11. 
Munday, Kssex-st, Lon, Shi » Bristol. 


Newport, Nov 12 at 


Newnham, Nov 14 


Farrance, Wm, Bridgwater, r Mariner. Tet Oct 28. Bridgwater, 
Nov 19 at 10. Reed, Bridgwater. 
Findlow, Jacob, Leamington Priors, Musician. Pet Oct 23. Warwick, 


Nov 10 at 10. Sherwood, Leamington Priors. 

Francis, Jno, Swansea, Accountant. Pet Oct 27. Swansea, Nov 17 at 
12. Morris, Swansea. 

Freedman, Harris, Aberdare, Pawnbroker. Pet Oct 21. Bristol, Nov 
14 atl!. Henderson, Bristol. 

Gordon, Alexander, Portsm, Ship Chandler. Pet Oct 23. Portsm, Nov 

12 at 10. Wallis, Portsm. 


Greetham, Benj, ecieston, awe gma RN. Pet Oct 27, St Helen’s, Nov 


13 at uN. Marsh, St 
Jno Troaghton, Bi Birkenhead, Commission Merchant. Pet Oct 
28, Lpoot, Nov 17 at 11. Woodburn & Pembertom, Lpvol. 


John, Coleshill, Warwick, Cooper. Pet Oct 28 (for pan). Soli- 


Hastings, 
hull, Nov. 11 at 10. 
, Jno, Shef, Publican, Pet Cct 28. Shef, Nov 12at 2. Broad- 


bent, ° 
Holland, Thos Bull, Salford, Surgeon. Pet Oct 28. Salford, Nov 15 at 10. 


Fox, Manc. 

Holgate, Jas, Ashton-under-Lyne, Grocer. Pet Oct 28. Ashton-under- 
Lyne, Nov 13 at 12. Brooks & Co. 

Howard, Thos, Birm, out of business. Pet Oct 27. Redditch, Nov 11 at 
11. Bray, Bromyard. 

Hunter, Jno, Durham, Draper. ed or 21 (for pau). 
ati2. Thompson & Lisie, Darh 

Jardine, Jno, Kugeley, Tea Salen. Oct 28. Stafford, Nov 11 at 12, 


Palmer, Rugeley. 
Jones, Thos, Shef, Shoemaker. Pet Oct 28. Shef, Nov!2at2. Binney, 
Shef. 


Lawrence, Wm, Glouc, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 27. Bristol, Nov 11 at 11. 
Wilkes, Gioue. 


Lilburn, Thos, N Shields, Painter. Pet Oct 271 N Sirields, Nov. 21 at 124 
Adamson, N Shields, 


Durham, Nov 12_ 
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Marston SE es Mein ing Bow, Sees Sameer. Pet Oct 29. 


Milner, Jno, Whi Derby, Farmer. Pet Oct 29. Worksop, Nov 12 
at 10. Clough, W 


Money, Rbt, ovate Norfolk, Huckster. Pet Oct 22. Little Wal- 
singham, Nov 2! at il. A abot Wells. 


Monnox, Thos f be pope ire Yeomanry, Elles- 
mere. Pet Oct 20. ear Sergeant, North Shropshire Yeomanry 


Moston, Wm, Tunstall, Shoemaker. Pet Oct 28. Birm, Nov 14 at 12. 

Smith, Birm. 
Mountford, Geo, jun, Fenton, Stafford, Manufacturer. Pet Oct 28. Birm, 
‘armer. voce Oct 28. Leek, Nov 11 


Nev 14 at (2. Keary & ‘Stoke-upon- 
Mycesk, Wm, Cheddleton, § F 
Redfern & 
Bey t, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 20. Wel- 
. Pet Oct 27. Swansea, Noy 17 at 12. 


Nation, Richard, Well 
Pre. Janes, Bikar, Irnmenge. Py ho! 29. gt tr FF 


Phillips, Jno, Swansea, Milkman 


ee tanek Salford, Beerscller, Pet Oct-27. aa rend, Hor 16060. 
Saxton, Thos, Cre Notts, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 29, Bing- 
ham, Nov 18 at 1. boner hoon 


.W, Mane, Merch. Pet Oct 27. Manc, Nov 18 at11. Faulkner, Mane. 
Stott, Jno, Brdtrd, Fraiteree. Pet Oct 28. Brdfrd, Nov 20 at 10,20, 


Hill, Brdfi 
Westmorland, Victualler. Pet Oct spent 


stinger, John Ambleside, 
castle-upon*Tyne, Nov 11 at 12. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle. 
Thomson, Jno Halliday, E Retford, Victualler. Pet Oct 91. 
Nov 10 at 10. nes 
Brdfrd, Dreper’s Assistant. Pet Oct 28. Leeds, Nov 17 
Builder. 7p on Manchester, Nov Ll at 12. 
wilt Sa Bromage, Tackett, Briatl. . Wine 
as 
‘et Oct 28. eee Paz Brittan | a 
ae apeeaget Pet Oct 24. Holt, Now 1 


Ls gh tag peat Ber 8 I Beets, Mane. 
Pet_Oct 23. Warwick, 


at ll. 
bse bg ras 


Nor To'at Bi antag Pro 


coda har’ 1962. 
To Surrender in London, 
va, Chaeety tie ne vn, Pet Oct 30. Nov 16 at Ii. 


Bartlett, Jos, Notting-hill, Cab Proprietor. Pet Oot. 
Boy 19 at i Pond, ow = si 


29. 

Bernstein, 

Pere Oot at Nov 25 at 10. ae ee em | ners 
Foller-st, Bethnal Green, Carman. Pet Oct 30. Nov 

25 atl. Halt, Guality <6, 

Prorat Aunage 0: RR S040 Ot aoe 

ov . 

Cockeraft, Edw Chas, Gloncester-cres, Regent’s-park, Clerk. Pet Oct 30. 

Nov 18 at Li, ' Hall, Lineoin's-inn- 

Connaway, Sno, Nelaot-st, Hackney , Out of business. Pot Oct $1 (for 

pe Renny: eee. Pet Oct 


pray Pree 4 
nt oe ara i, 
2. ee on i 2, Nov 18 af 19.30. Mathew 
nape dan Ellcomore-st, Poplar, Builder. Pet Oct 31 (for pau). 
Mer’ #0 26 1108. Ald 
ren’ toe Langley- ‘Commercial-rd East, Draper. Pet Oct 31. 
ov a 
“ee een ee Pet Oct 31. Nov 19 at 1. Linklaters, 
Jo Fredk De Castro, Tavistock-st, ete ors Commission Agent. 
Pee Now Nov 19 at hi. gare, Deb idan. 
Lay bes Nov 18 at 11.20, , Coleman-st, ipsa 
mm 1, her 's Theatre, ymarket. 
Nov 10 94. Lawrance & Co, Jewry-chmbrs. 
Machin bag mens Sb alegre Pet Oct 30. Nov 25 at 12. 
Mayer, ts, Sa Pet Oct 30. Nov 25 at 1.30. 
Lawrence & Co, Old Jew: 
a Fred, Edrantn, out of employ. Pet Oct 31 (for pau). Nov 19 at 
Simp. Geo Thos, Portind-ter, Rebrhlthe, Surgeon. Pet Oct 3t (for 
Nov 2 at 10. Aldridge. Cr - 
Stearn, p> Sa rd, Barnsbury, Meat Salesman. Pet Oct 31 (for 
pau). Nov 25 at 10. as 
8 Kentoa-rd, Hackney, Nautical Instrument Maker. Pet Oct 
. Nov 25 ati0. Al 
rman, Rope Maker. Pet Qct 31. 
Nov 19 at il. "s- 3 
ade, Eawd, Chaptorsrd, % Walworth, ne 30. Nov 18 at 11. Begbie, 
Winter, Jno, St Lesnar -98-Stty Builder, Pét Nov 1. Nov 19 at 11. 


Yeo, “hi. -_ Tachbrook: Pi! out ofemploy. Pet Oct 31. Nov 
16 at 11.30. ' Peverley, Coleman x ver: 
hm ll 
Abbott, Fred, Birm, outofemployment. Pet Nov!. Birm. Dec 8 at 10, 


2, 
Arnold, vs, ‘Gheriton-npon- Medlock, Cab Driver. Pet Oct 29. Mane, 


Nov 24 at 
‘Ticmser Passe’ Maker. Pet Oct 21. Kdmnstr, Nov 19 


Buird, David, 
ati. Saunders, 
Brise 


‘tight, Birm; and Pugh, Wore, 


sc0e, Rnd. Beddow, Wore, Farmer. Pot Oct 3t, Bitm, Nov ai at | 





Brown, Geo, West Chickerel, near Weymouth, Farmer. Pet Oct 28. 
Exeter. Mow 14 at il, Staggsl, Woymonth, ond Head & Venn, Ruster. 
. Lincoln, Nov 15 at 12- 


Birm, Dec 3 at 10. Parry, Birm. 
cme leh Bim. Pet Oct 18 (for pau.) Birm, Dec 8 at 10. 


James & Knight, 

resin Jotcham, W: . TON 

coer at 1 Jotchim, Wen pet Oct 31. Leeds, Nov 25 at 1. ‘Hat, 
“Wm Vigurs, N a Te, Ce ee Pet Oct 31. 

Nott. Nov leat il. Ashwell, N 

Cowdell, Edw, Birm, Milliner. Pet ct 20. Birm, Nov 17 at 13. Ste- 


Reece, Birm. 
¥ Stoke-upon-Trent. Pet Oct 30. Uttoxeter, Nov 15 


loucester. 
¥ ‘and Edw Allen, Manc, Fent Dealers. Pet Oct 
Mane, Nov Po ie hand, Ontichias s Pet. Oct 24, er 
grt Bs Graham, Sandetiond. 
ane Wm, Holloway, re Plumber. Pet Oct 29. Haver- 
west, Nov 12 at ia. 3 
Nov 17 at ll. Gray & Pannett, sibits, 
a . Ta; 
af anes op aban tie 
pb Pet Oct 31. ‘Tonbridge 
Wells, - 
aa Se Pet Oct 28. Lincoln, Nov 
etd a ll Oct 9. Mano, Nov 24 at 9.30. 
Gill, Geo, Halfx, Builder. Pet Oct 31. Halfx, Nov 21 at 10. Jubb; 
, Jos Hy, , Cattle Dealer. Pet Nov 1. , Nov 18 
os "sage nt oon 
iv, ur 
Pet Oct 31. B Are Go core, Se eee 
ayy Oldham, Beorséller. Pet Oct 24 Oldham, Nov 20 at 12. 
Hamat, Jno, Tailor. Pet Nov1l. Mane, Nov 20 atll. Need- 
ae Builder. Pet Oct 31. Lpool, Nov is 
Harris, Jas, oe Bestonet out of business. Pet Oct 30. Hartlepool, 
Nor at It 


Bell, 5 

Tydfil, Boot . Pet Oct 3i. Merth Tydfil, 
Nov 25 a1 Guay Meri Tydfil. v 
out of business. Pet Oct 28. 


eee, "gation, ei Pet Noy 1, Bristol, Nov 14 


aT eeten’ beach 
a Pet Oct 30. Mane, 
Nov 24 at 9.30. Dawson, 


een om ora tanec Tailor. Pet Oct 30. Brigg, Noy 
Tha 0.” Haylng, ts, Blacksmith. Pet Oct 27. Swindon, Nov 
Pet “Oct 28. Cockermouth, 


Johnson, , Cockermouth, fe 
jane. ty aes. Hayton, Cockermouth. 
, Minchinhampton, Beerseliér. Pet Oct 13. Stroud, Nov 13 at 
Judd, Win Baker. Pet Oct 24. Birm, Nov 17at12, Browett, 


, Caventry, 
Coventry, and James & if 
Wetherby, ¥ Medieal Student. Pet Oct 27. Tadcaster, 


@ Leeds. 
Morthyt Tydfil er Pet Oct 28. Merthyr Tydfil, 
ard John, Gtaveley, Camb, Pet Oct 23. St. Neot’s, Nov 16 
Lane Stafford, Builder. Pet. Oct Stour- 
“ee ekg Ry oy Pet Oct 3}. ther 
ni = orton. 2 
at 10.30. Hutchinson, 


Pad - tie, » Builder. Pet Nov 3. 
" me, Ef ies ester) Dek ov 3. Exeter, Noy 21 at 





Meredith, Stal , , sat, Builder. Pet Oct 29, Stour- 
Bhi nn Nov 25 at 9, Maltby, Dudle: wi. “ 
queries m and § Oe pt . , » 

ape re Surgeon. . Skipton, No¥ 21 at 


bn Mddlsbro, Joiner, Pet Oct 31. Stockton-on-Tées. Nov 
‘ore, Plumber, Pet Oct.23. Wore. Noy20 atli, Wile 


Mon Wore. 


sit hatnon Sarde 9 _Pet Nov I. Stafford, Noy 17 at 
sheppard Frank, Frm , Builder, Pet Oct3). Farnham,Nor 
megan’, BaS ae Thien, ov ot bane, Oct 24 (for pau). Dudley, Des 


Ktherton, Dudley, Victualler. Pet Oct 90. —Dadlay, 

nei, Bostock, Chester, Farmer. Pet Oct al. Northwich, 

oatie. "Dunstan, Noefhch : ™ 
no, jun, Gosport, Butcher. Pet Oct 99. Portsmouth, Nov 


18 at Ll, y FP 
— ate Saeee, Farmer. Pet Oct 30. Bolton, Nov 17 


mhornayercls, Ehwd’ Bagel, 6 Sam Griffiths, Wolverhampton, 
een a cei iked Bir, Nov 2! at 12, i. hen Ween all 
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Tehents lensie, Harby, Notts, Cordwainer. Pet Oct 30. Newark, Nov 
19 at 12. Brown, Lincoln. 
Tuddenham, Geo, Ale Stores, Aldershot, Hants, Pet Oct 29. Farnham, 
Nov 20 at 12. . Beaty, Farnham. 
Warren, Wm, Stotfold, Bedford, Beerseller. Pet Oct 31. Biggleswade, 
Nov 15 at 22 Barker, Biggleswade. 
ditch, Nabe Sag Fs Needle Manufacturer. Pet Oct 31. 


Webb, Geo, Red 
Redditch, Nov 15 at 1 

Wilkes, Wm, Darlaston, Stafford, Labourer. Pet. Walsall, Nov 14 at 10, 
Brevitt, Darlaston. 

Wilson, Eliza, Salford, Brewer. Pet Nov 1. Manc, Nov 21 at12. Hul- 
ton & Brett, Salford. 

Wolfe, Kaufman, Sunderland, out of business. Pet Oct 28. Nwestle-upon. 
Tyne, Nov 19 at 12. Brignal, Durham. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
ToxspaY, Nov. 4, 1862, 
Whitelock, William, East Retford, Draper. Oct 25. 








Bankruptcies in Lreland, 


Blake, John, & Edward Thomas Blake, prrermarens Cork, Ship Agents 
and Shopkeepers. To — Nov 14 and 28 

Clery, Michael, Kingstown, n, Draper. Oct ‘20. To surrender Nov, 
7 and 21 atli. Murphy, Dubin, Agent, Peter Delaney, Dublin. 

Lambe, Thomas, Rathdrum, Wicklow, Miller. Oct 18. To surrender 
Nov 11 and Dec2. James, Dublin. ‘Agent, Kennedy, Dublin. 

Raleigh, Richard, Limerick, Provision Merchant, Oct 21. To surrender 
Nov 7and 21 at il. Murphy, Dublin. Agent, Perry,Dublin. 








AW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 


Invested Assets, £5, POD N00... Annual Income, £495,000, 


Profits divided every fifth yea: 

Four-fifths of the Profits allotted to the Assured. 

The Bonuses added to Policies at the five Divisions of Profit which h have 
hitherto been made amountto ..... 

Policies on the Participating Scale “of Premiums effected on or ieee 
the 31st of December of the present year, will share in the next Division 
of Profits, which will be made up to the 3lst of December, 1864. 

For Prospectuses and Forms for effecting ee apply to the 
Actuary, at the Society's Office, Fleet-street, London 
WILLIAM SAMUEL DOWNES, 

tuary. 


BLACKTON, PRACTICAL CARVER and 

e GILDER, 74, LONG ACRE, Three Doors West of Drury Lane, 

London. Gilt Moulding Frames, 4d. per foot. Ditto ditto, with corner 

Enrichments, 6d. per foot. poee and Gold Frames, 5d. per foot, Glass 
Back and Rings included. cases lent gratis, 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality.— 
Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards 5” superior 
Drawing-room ditto, Tas: 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s, tent 
Dish Covers, with handl es to take off, 18s, set of six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 


ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in ee 
figures at the same low prices for which their oe oe IE 4 
— for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carrizze oe 
per 

RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 





October, 1862. 











LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
La ing ¢ aed ae ie Pica Ly ani of two metals pos- 
‘0 Stating nny prope: it in appearance and wear equal 


Ky 
: 


Table Forks, per doz...... 
bee pw BLO eeccee 

‘able Spoons ........ 
Dessert di 


onmmw ee hh 
BSonoee’ 
dcooocom 


Every Article for the Table as 
warded on receipt of 30 tampe. 





A LBION SNELL, WATCHMAKER, JEWEL- 
LER, &c., 114, High Holborn, W.C, (seven doors east of King-st.) 
eee hf Watch skilfully examined, tirfied, and its performance 


Gold Watches, from . 
‘old Watches, ging Me + « 30gs. 
Silver ditto, f b oe 


12s. 
Ron: article exchanged if’ not approved, ‘and s written warranty ‘given 


A choice assortment of French Clocks always on hand, 
Established in 1848, 


ittles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten-' 





, 
LAW BOOKS on Sale at WILLIAM AMER’S 
Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street, London, be . 
8. 4. 
Starvres at Lance (Pickering) Magna Charta to 1861, inclu- 
sive. 101 vols , calf, fine set, uniformly bound ie 33 0 0 
Sratutes at Lance (Ruffhead) ae Charta to 1860, inghi- 
sive. 42 vols.,4to,calf ., 
Sratures at LARGE (Runnington) ‘Magna Charta to 1860, in 
clusive. 38 vols., 4to, calf tr 
Srarures, 4to., Magna Charta to 1835, contioned by royal 
8vo. to 1860, inclusive. 56 vols., calf and half calf . pil 
Srarvures, royal 8vo., 1830 to 1861. 31 =. oe ae) 
Another copy. 31 vols., half calf . a wi pan 
Statutes of the ee, with Alphabetical Indexes. 11 ~ 
halfbound ... * os ” 
Law Jovnnat, containing Reports in in all the Courts, with Sts- 
ad pasta cases, &c,, 1823 to 1861 inclusive, half calf, 
Another copy, 1832 to ‘ig61, inclusive, new half calf, cloth sides 
JURIST, crating Reports in all the Courts, with Statutes and 
—s Cases, from ee 1837 to 1861. 36 wie 


calf 
Another cny, 1837 to 1859. "32 vols., half brown calf, clot 


A. copy, 1837 to 1854. 92 vois., half calf :. we 

Law Times, from commencement, 1843 to 1859. s vols., bait 
calf,a nice uniform set... e es ove tee 

AncHBoLp's Criminal Pieading, by Welsby. 1859, 

Axcusoip’s Common Law Practice. 1855 eet at £1 16) 

Aycxsourn’s Chancery Practice. 1855 . 

Bacon’s Abridgment of the Law, by Gwillim ad Dodd, best 
edition. 8 vols.,calf. 1832 ocd 

Biackstone’s Commentaries, by Kerr. 4 vols, “1863 .: 

Baoom’s Commentaries, boards, 185 

_ 's Ecclesiastical Law, by iPhillimore.” 4 vols, last edition, 


neaee Compendium | of the Law ‘of Real Property. 1850, calf 

Cuitty’s Burn’s Justice of the Peace and Parish Officer, last 
edition. 7 vols., cloth. 1852 

= —_ Littleton, by Hargrave ‘and Butler. 2 vols. ’ calf. 


cours’ 8 ‘Digest ‘of the Laws of Real Property, by Hammond. 

8 vols., calf, best edition. 1822 
"s Probate Court Practice, with Forms, &c. 1858 (18s. y 

ANIELL’s Chancery Practice, by Headlam. 2 vols., best édi- 
tion, 1857 (£2 2s. eee aes eee eee owe ove 

Evane’s Collection of Statutes, by Hammond, with sey 
Supplement to 1836. 10 vols., calf, fine copy ,., a 

Havyes’s Introduction to Conveyancing, last edition. 2 vols. i 
half calf. 1840 eo 

JAuMAN’S Bythewood's Conve yancing Precedents, complete, 
with Sweet's Index. 11 vols., Malt calf, 1829-34 ape 

Conveyancer’s Assistant, 

1850 (Pub- 
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Jones’s Attorney’s Pocket and 
with Additions by Rolla Rouse. 2 vols., cloth. 
lished at £1 1s.) ose age 

Law At gape from. commencement, 1828 to i854, 60 vols., 


Paer’s Summary Convictions, last. edition. 1856. ot 24s. 

RusseEtu’s Treatise on Arbitration and Award, 1849 . 

Scriven’s Copyholds. 2 vols. 1834  .,. oes ose 

Smrrn’s Mercantile Law, calf. 1855 ah aa 

Stamp’s Index to the Statutes, 1848. Calf, 5s. 

Suapen’s Powers. 2 vols. 1845 

Sucpsn’s Vendors and Purchasers. 2 vols, oe 

SuepEn’s Law of Property. 1849. Half calf . we: 

Tarzon s Law of Evidence. 2 vols., calf. 

Viner’s Abridgment of Law and es eye ew Digested 
under Proper Titles. 30 vols., 8vo., 1806 

Warnen’s Law Studies, last edition. tees des 

WEATHEBLEY’S Probate Court Practice. 1858 ..,, 

Wititams’s Real Property. rg tm 6s. 1859 

WittraMs’s Personal Property. 

Wittiams's Law of Executors A 1 Admin, fourth edi- 
tion. 2vols. 1849... 1... «. oe os 


REPORTS. 
CHANCERY Reports, 1789 to 1848. Vesey, jun. (8vo.); Vesey 
and Beames; Cooper; Merivale; Swanston; Jacob and 

Walker ; Jacob ; Turner and Russell ; Russell ; Russell and 

pyrene Myine and Keen ; Mylne and Craig; Craig and Phillips; 

Phillips ; Macnaghten and Gordon. 52 vols.,calf ... ies 

In THE CouRT oF — 's Bencn, 1786 to 1841. Durnford and 

East ; East ; Selwyn ; ; Barnwall and Alderson; 

Barnwall and Comeeh ; Barnwall and me eS Adolphus 

and Ellis. Together, 62 vols. ... tve 
Sucpen’s Decisions in Ireland. By Drury and Warren, Drary 

and Jones, and Latonche. 8 yao CAlh., oce ee, tee, OB OOD 
WILLIAM AMER is Licensed (by Authe OF pore ke Ay yAE for PROBATE 
and LEGACY DUTY, 
T™ 
and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 5, CHANCERY-LANE. 

HENRY GREEN (for many years with the late George Reynell) begs 
to remind the Legal Profession that a}] advertisements entrusted to his 
care will meet with that careful and prompt attention which an ex- 
perience of upwards ofeighteen years in theinsertion of pro forméd and 
other legal notices, &c., convinces him is so essential. 

Agent for the Unrrep States or Amunica, CanapA, Jamaica, &c., &c, 

N.B. One copy only of advertisement required. 
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